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An Account of Dr. MIL L's Evidences 


from Antiquity, for and againſt its 
being Genuine. | 
* 


| EXAMINATION of his Judgment 
| thereupon, 5 | 


erem. xxiii, 28. He that hath my Word, les him ſpeak my Ward. 
faithfully : what is the Chaff to the Wheat 2 ſaith the Lord. 
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Io the Moſt Reverend _ 


» © 


Lord ABp of Canterbury, 
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„ FEI nr: 
And the Right Reverend the 


BISHOPS 


Of the ſame Province, 


His Gzx act's Suffragans ; 
— And to the Reverend | 


The CLERGY of the Lower 
| Houſe of Convocation now 


aſſembled;  _ : 


This IN UI Ax is Humbly Preſented 
and Submitted, by 
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Sue Cons PR ERATIONS 
on that A Text, 
T, 1.John c. 5 v. 7 


= as polſible. the laborious In- 
quiries of many Learned Cri- 
 bicks,. who with great Dili- 
enceand Accuracy have ſiſted 
* Aan 90 the Claſſict Authors, ſome, of 
dem of no great moment; may be 
eſteem'd by others only as the i ingenious 
* Diverſions of a dextrous and ſagacious 
Mind: ſince, when they have preſented _ 
their Authors a-new, with their Emen- 
dations and Corrections, in an their 
. old, or Kin em new Beauties; tis oft 
of 0 ittle uſe or conſequence. to the 
World, that 'tis well if their painful 
Studles efcaj pe the Cenſure of being a 
laborious Lk r 
But when Learned and Judicious Men 
do, with Seriouſneſs and humble Reve- 
rence, apply their Induſtry and Sagacity 


/ e the far more important Wri- 
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tings that are to guide us in the way of 
Salvation ; when they ſhall diſcover the 
Interpolations and Additions, the Errors 
or Defects, which theſe, as well as other 
Writings, by oft tranſcribing, may in 
ſo long a Tract of Time have been liable 
to; when, by diligent comparing an- 
tient Manuſcripts and Verſions, and the 
frequent Citations of the Text in the 
primitive Chriſtian Writers, they be- 
come able to inform us certainly what is 
original and genuine, and what not, in 
any part of the Bible, more eſpecially 
where ſome matter of great moment is 
concern'd ; their Nane Induſtry is then 

ſure to be well employ'd, and will be 
recompenſed not only with the Ap- 
plauſes of the Curious, but the Thanks, 
and which is more, the real Edifica- 

tion and Satisfaction of the ſerious In- 
quirers after Truth; who greatly deſire 
to know what God would have em be- 
lieve and do; to have the Ch ſepa- 


rated from the Wheat, and the π Aαν x 
, the ſincere unadulterated Milk of | 


the Word, for their ſpiritual Growth. 


The peculiar Veneration due to the 
Sacred Writings, requires us to keep 
that precious Depoſit um as pure as * oY 
ſible, and free from all human ſpu- 
rious Additions. Why then ſhou'd the 
5 Learned 
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. 1 
' Learned Criticks exhauſt all their Learn- 
ing, Reading, and diſcerning Skill, up- 
on the Trifles of a witty or wanton 
Poet, or a fabulous and remote Hiſto- 
rian; and wholly neglect to make as 
ſevere an Inquiry into the Holy Scrip- 
ture, in which are the Words of eter- 
nal Life; in order to diſcover what is 


the genuine Text, among the various 


Readings of different Copies ; that we 
may build our Faith upon it, with the 


grreateſt Certainty we can attain to? 


I 
* PRs 
=} : 
> 
Fez 


I know, a late ingenious Author of 
the Difficulties and Diſcouragements which 
attend the Study of the Scriptures, has poin- 
ted at the worldly Diſcouragements, 
which, he judges, have tempted our 
cautious Criticks to turn their Studies 
another way. I wiſh him ſucceſs in 


BE his Addreſs to have theſe Hindrances 


remov'd; that it may be as ſafe, where 
*tis more important, to do juſtice to 
the Writings of the Apoſtles, as of any 
other Author. 9 3 
The very Learned and Judicious 
Dr. Mills has done much for one Man, 
in his celebrated Labours on the New 
Teſtament; which, whatever may be 
Wanting, will long ſtand, as a laſting 
Monument of his praiſe-worthy Zeal 
and well-employ'd Abilities. A Speci- 
men of what he has done upon one ſin- 
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This is what I ſhall have ſome right 
to inſiſt upon, and for the ſake of Truth 


to preſs upon your Lordſhips and the 
Clergy; when I ſhall have made it ap- | 


pear, from his Diſſertation on 1 John 5. 7. 


that the Doctor himſelf has overthrown 
the Credit of that Text, by the Evi- 


dence he has given that it is not origi- 
nal and genuine, tho he has not acknow- 


ledg*d himſelf overcome by it. 


In order to manifeſt this, I ſhall, 
I. In the firſt place (for the fake of 
others, who need more Information) lay 


down 


we 
bs 


Tu "hs Sub ge . Evidence which 
the Doctor has producd, to ſhew- that 


theſe Words in the ſeventh Verſe, There 


are Three that bear Record, in Heaven, the 
Father, the Word, and the Spirit; and theſe 
Three are One : or rather theſe. Words i in 
the ſeventh Verſe, In Heaven, the Father, 
the Word, and the Spirit ; and theſe Three 
are One: Aud (ver. 8 5 there, are. Three 
that bear witneſs in Earth: were not in.the | 
original, Text, but have been added in 


| ater. times without jut Authority. 


I ſhall put down what he Had to 
alfer on the other ſide, for eſtabliſhing 
the Authority of theſe Words, and upon 
Which he has determin'd in favour of 
their being original and genuine. 


. III. I ſhall ſhew the Weakneſs of thoſe : 
Arguments by which he endeavours to 
_ſapport the Authority of this Text: 


that ſo it may be judg'd whether he 
had Jul reaſon to make ſuch a Deter- 
ineo, or we to abide by it. 


1 I muſt lay down the Evidences pro- 
due 'd againſt the Authority of bj Text, 
as not having been originally i in St. Jahn 8 


Epiſtle. Only let me firſt obſerve, that 


the Text it ſelf, and Context, have no 
internal Evidence, to perſuade us that 
the Words are genuine: for as theſe 
Words themſolves are not to be * 

With 


(6). 
with any in the whole Bible, ſo the Con- 
text is compleat without em, and ra- 
ther more ſmooth and eaſy. The three 
following Witneſſes having been alrea- 
dy diſtinctly ſpoken of, it was very na- 
tural to ſum em up in one Conclu- 
ſion; There are Three that bear witneſs, 
the Spirit, the Water, and the Blood. But 
the other three Witneſſes had not been 
mention'd, to give occaſion for the like 
to be ſaid of them. 5 
Nor was it likely the Spirit ſhou'd be 
roduc'd as another Witneſs on Earth, 
if it had been numbred before among 
the Witneſſes in Heaven. The Spirit 
was no more an Inhabitant of the Earth, 
than the Father and Word were; who 
alſo operated and gave their Teſtimony, 
not in Heaven, bur on Earth. Nay, 
the Word Incarnate was more properly 


an Inhabitant of the Earth than the | 


Spirit, and yet is not reckon'd among 


the Witneſſes on Earth. Is it likely tlje 


Spirit ſhowd be made twice a Witneſs 
in the matter, and ſo give two Teſti- 
monies for one of the Father and Word? 
But ſince the Doctor's Inquiry was 
only after external Evidence from Au- 
thorities and Teſtimony, it ſhall be my 
preſent buſineſs to examine them. 
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5 And here it muſt be own'd, that 
- Dr. Mills has done juſtice ; ſo that very 
* | little more can be ſaid in the caſe. Tis 
ga Subject which had been long and 
” # often examin'd, with Niceneſs, from 
the beginning of the Reformation, and 
„very much illuſtrated by the great Saga- 


7 
fcity of the late Learned and Laborious 
1 $ Critick, Father Simon, in his Critical 
* # Hiſtory of the New Teſtament, chap. 18. 
Dr. Milifs buſineſs was, not ſo much to 


4 ſearch for Evidences, as to collect, with 
, no ſmall pains, what had been offer'd ; 
5 and to preſent it in one view, and in 
b good order... Wi. 

5 Theſe Evidences are taken, (z.) From 


* antient Greek Manuſcript Copies. (2.) 
{ The antient Verſions. (3.) The Wrix 
_ tings of the antient Chriſtian Fathers. 
And indeed whither ſhou'd we go to 
learn what was in the Apoſtles Wri- 
Z tings, but to the oldeſt Copies of thoſe - 
Writings (which are loſt or conſum'd _ 
themſelves) and the oldeſt Verſions made 
from them, and to the old Chriſtian 
Writers who have tranſcrib'd very much 

S of them into their own Books? = _ 
" F (1:) Let us hear how many antient 
/ |&F Manuſcript Greet Copies are without 
this Text. The Doctor tells us, in his 
VMWotes on the Words, That 'tis certain all 

oF theſe words, in Heaven, the Father, N. = 
a 
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Proleg. Pyy Which elſewhere he calls Ingens The- 


144. 


mot antient Copy in the World, whith moſt” 


P. 108, 


Learned, and of our two Univerſities, 
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and Holy Spirit 35 aud theſe Three ae, One * 


and there are Three that bear witneſs in 
Earth: are wanting in moſt Copies: - 
Then he enumerates them particularly, 
in his-Diſſertation apon this Subject; be- 
ginning ; with our famous Alexandrian Co- 


Treaſure the Chriſtian World ever ſaw for 
theſe twelve hundred Tears, and by far the 


exattly expreſſes the Original. 1 

Next comes the famous Vatican Copy, 
which he extols much after the ſwamne 
manner, as of very great credit, and 
above twelve hundred Years old; by 
which, according to Pope Leo's Order, | 
the” Complutenſian Edition was to be 
made. Tis enough to ſhake the cre- 
dit of this Text with all impartial Men, 
that *tis wanting in theſe two, the moſt 
valuable and antient Copies we know 
of in the World. Let beſides this, the 
Doctor gives a long Roll of the other 
very valuable Manuſcript Greek Copies, 
in the moſt famous Libraries of the 


and of the French King (where Father 
Simon made a diligent Search, and ſays 
he found not one that had theſe words, 
of all the ſeven which he view d, nor 
of the five Manuſcripts of Mr. 9 
* FXF a +9 SN pI , TM 


OR 
r . 
a, * 3 - 
HT LES * 

ene 
* 25 . . 


* > 3 — 2 . 8 I bl . f : i 8 : = N by . 
4 Ea N ; 3 : 7 d Fe, 
” * « « - 
N 0 5 n 
with bo 1 N i ' 
A oF 8 Ns * 5 4 * 
1 " * "GR * 2 75 * N 
7 xy; * N * „ 792 9 > i” 7 2 - 
; 5 +: 3 925 1 4 2 . * . * 2 1 - 
"Fe - bl E 4 \ 5, p © age * j * Re” Y * a * 1 = * a U 
— o EEO r 5 0 — 
. 2 A a : : 
% * 5 * N F . 3 ” * 
15550 8 rit. Hi 
5, ome: of theſe be of later date) a . 
„ 7 N * : * q - "8 8 5 R 
4 D F 1 2 =. 34 } , | * * T. # 8; t 0 4 8 ; 8 
ewo at Ball, one at Veni. 18. 
0 AL. Ha. ne at Venice, and man 
> [ "Ay N 1 * 
'S * Y : "$8 2 7 l 


more. All theſe want his Text, tho in 
ſome of the later Manuſcripts there are 
in the Margin ſhort Notes, by way of 
F Gloſs or Comment, over againſt che Spi- 
nrit, the Water, and the Blood; applying 
theſe to the Father, Word, and Spirit, ac- 
cording to an antient myſtical Interpre- 
tation, of which hereafter. And from 
the Margin, F. Simon judges theſe Words 
did afterwards ſlide into the Text, which 
are in our ſeventh Verſe, Which is a 
very natural and eaſy Account, and the 
only way by which Dr. Mills himſelf ac- 
counts for ſo many other Interpolations, 
in his Notes, and his Prolegomena. 
And whereas Dr. Mills once thought 
Robert Stephens had found the Words in 
eight Maguſcripts (becauſe of fifteen 
Copies which he had, he mentions: but 
ſeven as wanting this Verſe ; whence 
the Doctor ſlipt into the common Miſ- 
take, and tek it for granted that the 
ether eight had it) he found upon Exa- 
mination that thoſe eight Copies of Ste- 
phens had not St. John's Epiſtle in them: 
fo that all which had the Epiſtle, wan- Proleg. 


ted this Verſe, 3 


To thefe of Dr. Mills, the Learned 
Dr. Ruſter adds one Authority more, 
from the Codex Seidelianus, brought out 
18111 C „ of 


| TTT ²˙: oh ̃ ̃lIl ok hd 
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of Greece, and about 700 Years old x. 80 


that I think I may ſay, in one word, all 
the Greek Manuſcripts, which are found, 
do agree in rejecting the Text under Con- 

R A 
(2) He conſiders the antient Verſions 
of the New Teſtament. Theſe were 


made for the Uſe of ſuch People, as in 
early Times were converted to the Chri- 


ſtian Religion, but did not underſtand 
the Greek Language, in which the New 
Teſtament was written; for their benefit 
it Was tranſlated into their own Lan- 


guage. The moſt antient of theſe Ver- 
fions were the Syriact, Coptict, Ethiopick, 


Arabick, Latin; all which, with the R/ 


ſian, have not the Text: ſo that when 


theſe Verſions were made, there was no 
ſuch Paſſage in the Greek Copies or Origi- 
nal, - whence they were made. | Of the 


Latin Verſion the Doctor fays +, Ti cer- 


tain this Verſe was wanting in all the moſt 
antient Latin Copies, except ſome in Afri- 
Ca, in Tertullian's and Cyprian's time, &c. 
Which Exception is a mere Suppoſition 
grounded on his Miſtake (as I ſhall ſhew) 


— 
— — 


* In bis Edition of Dr. Mills's Teft. Rotterdam 1710. 

which is what I make uſe of. EE : 
| + Certum eſt hunc Verſiculum abfuiſſe è vetuſtiſſi- 
mis Cod. Latinis omnibus, præter Africanos quoſdam, 

&c. p. 140. 5 2 
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that Tertallian, and ef SP C ria bad 
cited theſe words in their Books. 


The antient Tralick Verſion, he ſays, P. 141. 


was made near to the Apoſtles time, from 


the beſt Copies, Of the Coptick, that it P. 152. 


was from one of the beſt and earlieſt. of 


made in the very next Age to. the Apo- 


tles. He tells us moreover, that even 


the Latin Manuſcripts at Baſil, Aurich, 
Strasbargh ( $00 or 9o0 Years old) and 


two others, Duo Donatianici, want theſe 


Words : That the Words however are in- 
ſerted in the bottom of the Page in one, 
by another Hand ; and in the Margin, 


by the ſame Hand, in another. 


F. Simon obſerves, that in theſe later 
Copies of St. Jerom's Bible, where theſe 
marginal Notes are found, the Order of 
the Words, and the three Witneſſes are 
various and : which he takes to he 


1 the Hriack, that the Learned agree it was p. 128. 


a good Proof that they were not in the 


firſt Copies: who adds alſo one very old 


French Verſion, of a thouſand Years, which © oY it. Hiſt. 


has not the Words. 

I need but mention the firſt Editions 
of the New Teſtament, correQted by the 
Manuſcript Copies, about the beginning 


of the Reformation; viz. by Eraſimus, 


Aldus, Colinæus, printed in divers places; 
which he owns had not this Verſe, nor the 
Verſions of Luther; becauſe theſe are of 

Cc 2 no 
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no Authority beyond the Manuſtript Co- 
which, it appears, did then want | this 
it out, in prejudice to a receiv'd Opinion 


the walgar Verſions at that time. 


ſuch frequent and great Occaſions to ſpeak 
of the Trinity, and of the Holy Spirit ; it 


no other Text, to ſupply the want of it, 


by them. And here, | 


unum, &c. That not one Greek Writer 
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pies by which they might be directed: 


Verſe, otherwiſe they durſt not have left 
of the Church, and in contradiction to 


© (3+) He examines the Writings of the 
primitive Chriſtians or Fathers: foraſ» - 
much as theſe very frequently cite the 
Sacred Writings on all occaſions, and had 


may well be concluded, ſuch a Text, of 
fingular importance, and ſo exceeding per- 
tinent to their Defigo, and where there is 


fully or directly in the whole New Tefta- 
ment, cou'd not be forgotten by all of 
'em, and af all times, if it had been known #2 


 1//. He makes inquiry among the Greek 
Fathers, to ſee if he can hear of hi 
Text among them, who were moſt like- 
ly to have ſeen the authentick Originals |} 
of the Apoſtles, and needed not a Ver- 
fion into another Language. Of theſe ne 
gives this melancholy account; Veminem 


from the beginning of C 2 to St. Je- 
rome”s time (about 400 Years) has ever ci- 
ted this Verſe. And adds, Tu certain it 
5 e has 
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u been wanting in the Greek Copies very Diſſert. 


near from the Apoſtle's writing this Epiſtle. b. A 


And therefore wonders at the Author of? 
the Preface to the Canonical Epiſtles, in the 
Latin Bibles, which paſſes under the name 
of St. Jerom, for ſay ing this Verſe was 
in all the Greet Copies: whereas, ſays 
the Doctor, not one of the Antients had ever 
| heard @ word of ir*, For which, and o- 
ther Reaſons, he juſtly concludes, as do 


other C rltichs- that it is not St. Jerome 8. 


Not content with theſe Generals, he runs 
over the particular moſt eminent Greek 
Fathers, and thoſe who were moſt likely 
to have produc'd this Text, if they -had 
known of it, who yet never mention it. 
1. Not Ireneas, I. 3. c. 18. who to 
prove the Deity of Chriſt cites this firſt 
Epiſtle of John (more than once) nay, he 
cites this fifth Chapter, and yet ſays no- 
thing of 2h Verſe which had been ſo 145 
poſite to his Deſign. 

2. Not Clemens Mex | 

Not Diom ſius Alex. or the Epiſtle, 
under his Name, to Paul of Samoſata, al- 
moſt wholly about the Trinity, and the 
Deity of Chriſt; in which the eighth 
Verſe is cited, and the three other Witneſſes, 
the Spirit, the N ater, and the Blood, but 
Dor the Words in diſpute. * 


* "Be quo nemo Veterum quidquam inaudiverat. 


4. Not 


7 
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no Authority beyond the Manuſtript Co- | | 


pies by which they might be directed: 
which, it appears, did then want this 


Perſe, otherwiſe they durſt not have left 


it out, in prejudice to a receiv'd Opinion 

of the Church, and in contradiction to 
the vulgar Verſions at that tine. 
6.) He examines the Writings of the 


primitive Chriſtians or Fathers : foraſe - 


much as theſe very frequently cite the 
Sacred Writings on all occaſions; and had 
ſuch frequent and great Occaſions to ſpeak 
of the Trinity, and of the Holy Spirit; it 
may well be concluded, ſuch a Text, of 
fingular importance, and ſo exceeding per- 
tinent to their Defign, and where there is 
no other Text, to ſupply the want of it, 
fully or directly in the whole New Teſta- 


ment, cou'd not be forgotten by «ll of 


**m, and at all times, if it had been known 
by them. And here, © 

1/7. He makes inquiry among the Greek 
Fathers, to ſee if he can hear of this 
Text among them, who were moſt like- 
ly to have ſeen the authentick Originals 


of the Apoſtles, and needed not a Ver- 1 
fion into another Language. Of theſe he 
gives this melancholy account; Neminem 


unum, &c. That not one Greek Writer 
from the beginning of Chriſtianity to St. Je- 
rome”s time (about 400 Years) has ever ci- 


ted this Verſe. And adds, Tus certain it 
a "I has 
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lu been wanting in the Greek Copies very Diſſert. 
near from the Apoſtle's writing this Epiſtle, P. 5533 

| And therefore wonders at the Author of 

the Preface to the Canonical Epiſtles, in the 
Latin Bibles, which paſſes under the name 


of St. Jerom, for ſaying this Verſe was 
in all the Greek Copies: whereas, ſays 
the Doctor, not one of the Antients had ever 
heard a word of it*, For which, and o- 


ther Reaſons, he juſtly concludes, as do 
other Criticks, that it is not St. Jerome 8. 
Noöt content with theſe Generals, he runs 


over the particular moſt eminent Greet 
Fathers, and thoſe who were moſt likely 
to have produc'd this Text, if they had 
known of it, who yet never mention it. 

1. Not Irenzas, l. 3. c. 18. who to 
prove the Deity of Chriſt cites this firſt 
Epiſtle of John (tore than once) nay, he 
cites this th Chapter, and yet ſays no- 


thing of his Verſe which had been ſo ap- 


poſite to his Deſign. 
2. Not Clemens Alexandrinus. 

3. Not Diomſius Alex, or the Epiſtle, 
under his Name, to Paul of Samoſata, al- 
moft wholly about the Trinity, and the 
Deity of Chriſt; in which the eighth 
Verſe is cited, and the three other Witneſſes, 
the Spirit, the Water, and the Blood, but 
not the Words in diſpute. 
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Pac De quo nemo Veterum quidquam inaudiverat. 


4. Not 
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4. Not Athanaſius himſelf, who had his 
Wits about him, and as much at work in 
| theſe Matters as any Man; in whoſe ge- 
28S Paine Works (more to be regarded ſure- 
y than the ſparious Books falſly attri- 
buted to him for the other ſide) even 
| thoſe in which he labours to prove the | 
Trinity, and Deity of Chriſt and the Ho- 
ly Spirit, by all the Texts he could think | 
proper, we find no mention of this great 
Text, as he muſt have deem'd it. Ss 
that the Doctor again confeſſes, he knows | 
not of one Greek Father, before the time A 
of the Nicene Council, who ever cited it. 
| 5. Not the Fathers of the Council of 
Theodor. Sardica in their Synodical Epiſtle ; in 
. 2. c. 8. which, for proof of a Trinity of Perſons in 
one Eſſence, they alledg John 10. 30. but 
not theſe words, The Father, the Word, 
and the Spirit; and theſe Three are One: 
which had been much more fit to their 
purpoſe. They needed not twice have 
cited, My Father and I are One, which yet 
did not include the Spirit at all; once 
urging this Paſſage, Theſe Three are One, 
had been better for their purpoſe than a 
hundred Repetitions of that other Text. 
_ Certainly all thoſe Fathers, who came 
from ſo many ſeveral Quarters out of 
Aſia, Africa, and Europe, as the Pream- 
ble of the Epiſtle ſhews, cou'd not be ig- 
norant of this Text which they ſo much 
VV wanted, 
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7 to be God, he alledges the next words, 


4 re 4 Spirit. 


| the Faith, among 2 Martyr's Works ; 
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5 t 15 3 3 
wanted, if there had been any knowledg 
of it in any part of the Chriſtian World. 
6. Not Epiphanius, who among the ma- 
ny Texts alledg'd againſt the Arians 75 
Pneumatomachhi, quite omits this. 
Not Baſil, in his Book of the Holy 
Ghoſt, whom he had a mind to join wit 
the Father and Son in the Doxology, but 
was kept in awe by ſuch as watched his 


| 1 


8. Not Alexander Bi ſhop of Alexandris, | 
among the many Texts for the Unity of 


YZ the Father and Son, in his Epiſtle, Theo- 
i, dor. I. 1. c. 4. 


9. Not Wer, in his thirteen Books a- 
gainſt Eunommus, of the Trinity and LY 


| of. the Holy Spirit. 


10. Not Nazianzen, in his Oration a- 
painſt the Arians, or in his fifth Oration 
de Theologia ; where, to prove the Spirit 


but not theſe. 
- It. Not Didymas, in his Book of che 


12. Not Chryfo Nom, on the lame Sub- 
13. Not Cyrill of Alen tbo 15 


; | cites the Verſes before and after, to prove 
the Deity of the Spirit; Theſaari Aſſert. 
34. 


14. Not the Author of the Expoſ tion of 


who 


— San wp — 


re — 


1 
1 
; 
| 
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who endeavours to prove the Father, Son, 
and Spirit to be of one Eſſence, from their 
being E together in Mar. 28, 19. but 
not from this Text, more direcłly for his 
POE | 
15. Not Caſarias. | 
156. Not Proclas, tho both of *em upon 
« Subject that gave "occaſion. 
-17. Not the Nicene Fathers themſelves, 
according to Gelaſius; for Leontius Biſhop 
of Cappadocia anfwering, in their name, 
the Arguments of a certain Philoſopher 
who oppos'd the Deity of the Holy Spirit, 
among other Texts inſiſted on the Words 
immediately preceding, wiz. It i the Spi- 
rit that witne eth, becauſe the Spirit « 
Truth but omits this Verſe. 
Here let me add what Da- Pin obſerves, 
That as no Greek Father, for five hundred 
Tears, quoted this Paſſage, ſo two of them. 
vis, Didymas . of Alexandria in the ath 
— and Oecumenius in the 11th, 
have Written Cammentaries upon 201 E- 
piſtle of St. John, and yet mention not 
this Verſe : mbich, lays he, proves that 
either they did not know it, or not believe it 
to be genuine K. 
Thus far then the n is clear thro the 
antient Greek Writers for ſo n hundred 


* Hiſt. af the wad. Vol. 20 p- 78. * 
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Nor Ambroſe, who: alſo has the Verſes: on 
both ſides'; nor Ferome,' nor Fuaſtinus, nor 
Aufi, who yet would have the Fasber, 
Fon, and Spirit, to be myſtica ly fi ignify 4 


Leo Magnes, 
J. alſo'cCites the eighth Verſe. Nor Janilias, ... 
nor Cereal, nor Bede (in the eighth Cen. 
= eury) who, in his Comment '00/this Epi. 
Ve, expounds · the three other Wines, 


© 17 T5 
Tears; even to au Age or 190 fer Atha- 
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00. Fos rhe a che Dodkie 
that nrither the Author of the Treas 
iſm of Hereticks, among 
Gprians Works (tho he mentions: the 


8 | AP as the Doctor confeſſes en ne 


= Ferſes both before and after) nor Vo 
ti, nor Hilaim,”: nor Calaritanw, nor 


Phebadias, have ever cited theſe Words. 


by che her, the Water, and the Blood, in 
next Verſe. , Nor Eacherius, who 'bas | 
the ſame Notes on the next Verſe! nor 
nor Facundas Hermienſis, who 


but not this ſeventh Verſe.” {18945 

Tho ſoon after his time, the Doctor 
ſays, the Weſtern Bibles began to have it 
common: 2 ſhall not ee 


8 At £ * . : wa A 3 * 
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ullum omnino Codicem Gracis Eccle- 


9 fls is in Ale 15 credo, niſi qui ad mutilatos quos di- 
2x cimus, deſcriptus ſit, pene ab ipfius Archetypi Scrip- 


tura uſque ad Seculum unum vel Aerum 6 Atha- 


D . 


n 
The Reader muſt note, that all theſe 
antient Writers are here produc'd, not 


merely for not mentioning theſe words (for 
then a much greater. number might have 
been brought) but becauſe: they treated 


profeſſedly of ſuch Subjects as requir?d the 
Aſſiſtance of thu Text, and many of em 

of the Context, and next Verſes. And 
therefore tho others might omit it, as not 
having occaſion to alledg it, yet all theſe 
cou d never have omitted it on any other 
reaſon but this, That they had it not in 
their Bibles (as the Doctor juſtly argues) 
for above 700 Nrn. 
Now methinks here is à pretty large 
Rock of Evidence, and as much as one 
can well require for a Negative, to Thew 
tliat this Verſe: was not originally any part 
of the New Teſtament : and one had ned 
have very direct and peremptory Teſtt- Þ 
monies to the contrary, to make him ſo 
much as to heſitate in the matter. There 
mult be great Weight, to cauſe an Aqui- |: 
librium, and much greater to turn the 
Scales, and make him determine for what 
| ſeems hitherto irrecoverably loſt. But I 
torbear, till I have conſider'd, 


II. What Dr. Mills has offer'd for ſu- 
periour Evidence on the other fide, to 
prove this Verſe. genuine, againſt all that 
has been ſaid. - 
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And now he . a hard Task indeed, 
to undo all that had hitherto been done, 
and to prove this Text authentick, againſt 
all theſe Manufcript Greet Copies, all the 
4 2 Verſions, all the before- mention 'd pri- 
Vitive Writers, both Greeks and Latins, 
en to the eighth Century, Who, all 
/ WJ char while, knew nothing of it. 
No doubt it would be a grateful Service 
1 to the Church, of which he was a worthy 
Member, if he could juſtify her putting it 
1 into ber Bible as current Scripture, (tho 
that has been but of late) and cou'd ſup- 
1 port the Credit of a Text, on which prin- 
Le ſome important Branches of her 
Creed and publick Offices ſeem to be foun- 
ded. Here is a great deal to excite one 
to try what can be ſaid, by a kind Friend, 
I in the Caſe; who was "unwilling to leave 


3 


i the Matter fairly ſtated on both ſides, 


without giving it the Weight of his own 


0 3 | Judgmens on one ſide, which no doubt 


had otherwiſe been thought to be for the 
; comrary. Tis well known how many 
are apt to regard a Learned Author's own - 
1 Odin, more than to examine his Pre- 
miſes, or weigh his Arguments. But 


1 what has he to 1ay in 2h16 Cauſe ? 


ln the fr place I muſt ſhew what 4r- 
- guments he refuſes to make uſe of: eſpe- 
2 any two, which have been often urg'd 
J by others, thro Miſtake, or Want of 

D 2 Judg- 
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Judgment, or popular Prejudice. As, 

1. That the Arians have raſed this Text 
out of the Bible, hecaufe it thwarted their 
Opinion. This paſſes for current among 


Expoſitors, even by Dr. Hammond, and 
many other leſs judicious Commentators. 
But the Learned Dr. Mills rejects the Suſ- 


picion of this with Indignation Scorn : 


for bow fhow'd the Arians, ſays he, par out 
the words, which were out already, 150 


Tears before Arius was bory *? And he 
ſays, that Ambroſe, who, alone of the An- 


tients, objected this, in relation to another 
Text,. John 3. 6. (not the Text in diſpute) 
mas under 4 Miſtake : as he ſhews in his 


Notes on that place. 


Nor will the Doctor ſuſpect any of the 


Gnoſtic Hereticks in former times; whom 


their Oppoſers accuſed indeed of making 
new Goſpels, but not of corrupting the 
old : only Marcion Was charg'd with in- 


terpolating the Goſpels and St. Paul's Epi- 


ſtles, but not the Catholic Epiſtles, Nor 


cou'd they corrupt the Copies in other 
Chriſtians hands, nor yet thoſe in their 
own, without being ſoon diſcover'd. 
Thus the Doctor clears the Hereticks, as 
being without juſt cauſe ſuſpected in this 
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* _ enim illis cum hac Pericope, ſublata è con- 
textu Græco 150 annis antequam Arius naſceretur? 
| matter: 
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matter: I dont think any Heretick corrupted 
the Text in any part, murh leſs in this fa- 
mow. Teſtimony of St. John“. 

2. He utterly rejects the Authority of 
the Preface to the Canonical Epiſtles, un- 
der the name of St. Jerome, in the firſt 
printed Latin Bibles ;' which pretends that 
all the Greek Copies had this Verſe, and 
that the Latin Tranſlators had done un- 
faithfully in omitting it. And tho even 
the Latin Bibles which had this Preface, 
wanted this Verſe, aſter the Complaint 
made, (which ſhew'd that the Preface and 
the Verſion were not by the ſame Author) 
yet this gave great trouble to Eraſmus 
(and others) how to reconcile this to the 
plain Evidences of the contrary : He was 
well aſſured the Verſe had not been in the 
Greek Copies, and therefore charges Je- 
rome with Falſhood and Forgery. And 
the Learned Biſhop Fell was at the need- 
leſs pains. of vindicating Sr. Jerome, and 
juſtifying his Preface, in his Notes on Cy- 
prian ; when after all, our Learned Doc- 
tor, Who acknowledges that himſelf once 
had a great regard for this Preface, before 
he had examin'd into it, is fully convinc'd 


(with F. Simon and Da Pin) that tis not 


— ct < * 1 * . . * 
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* Non puto quenquam bæreticorum S. Textum in 
aliquo, nedum in hoc nobiliffimo Johannis teſtimonio, 


St. 


depravaſſe. 


1 (22) 

St. Jerome's, nor is it found in the moſt an- 

tient Manuſcript Copies of his Verſion ; 

nor with his Name, in ſome other Co- 
Crit. Hiſt. pies where it is, as F. Simon tells us: but 


. 


"ELM is the Work of ſome ſilly Rhapſodiſt after 
tis Kha v. Bede's time, as the Doctor ſays, and then 
ſodi. join'd to the Bible, which contradicted the 
Preface. 5 EA TW Lo . 

So that the Learned will no more be 
troubled with this pretended Authority of 
St. Jerome's Preface, nor get any aid from 
it, towards the Support of the Credit of 


this Verſe we are inquiring afte. 


I am next to confider what Authorities 
the Doctor does inſiſt on, on behalf of 
n. 110 

As for Teſtimonies from the antient 
Greet Writers, he had left himſelf very 
little to ſay from them, having con- 
ſeſs'd there is not one of theſe, before the 
Council of Nice, who takes any notice 
of this Text. And therefore, tho he puts 
down Scriptores Græci for one of his To- 
picks, he is hard put to it to find any, 
and is content to mention only one ob- 
lique Teſtimony, which he wou'd have 
paſs for probable, from a ſpurious Work 
falſly aſcrib'd to, but long after Achana- 

fis. And he is ſuſpected to be a Latin 


— 


+ AuQtor Diſputationis in Concil. Niceno. 


Author 


3 


eo 
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Author too; who only ſays, lde So 


or Tees 10 Lv e. John ſays theſe Three are 
One. Which 74.4, with the Article, are 
neither exactly the words of the ſeventh 
nor eighth Verſe: and F. Simon judges 
they refer to the latter, which was uſually 
apply'd to the Father, Son, and Spirit at 


that time; as Dr. Mills owns it was in 
St. Auſtin's. | Hence he leaps at once down 
to the Council of Lateran under Innocent 


the Third, in the 13th Century; and to 


Calecas, in the 14th, who was à Greek, 
and turn'd to the Latins. All which is to 

no purpoſe at all, but to increaſe the num- 
ber of Teſtimo nie. 


The Greet Manuſcripts he pretends 
(which will be found only ſuppos'd ) 
are, 1. A Manufcript in Britain of which 
Eraſmus ſpeaks, and by which he was 
moved | (againſt his own free Judgment) 
to put theſe Words into his laſt Editions of 


the New Teſtament, againſt the Evidence 
of all the other Manuſcript Greet Copies. 


2. Some Manuſcripts which the Doctor 
ſuppoſes Robert Stephens to mention, as 


having moſt of the words; all, except 


iv To) Segue, in Heaven 3, The antient 
Vatican Copies, which the Editors of the 


Complutenſian Bible ſay in general they 
were directed by, and the Doctor hopes 


they were ſo in this particular, which 
they have taken into this Edition. 
. | 1 


| 
| 
a 
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L think it will appea hat all riinhs 
but Suppoſitians of Fax ſuch Copies as never 
were ſeen, nor produ od by any others to 
I his Re- this day. To all which, Dr. Clark: has 
e given learned and full Anſwer, exocpe 
p. 207. to Stephens s Manuſeripts, where he ſeems 
to have miſta ken the Objection ; of which 
hereafter. 21 1 F643 
As to the Fase, Dr. Mils kad: none 
very antient to bring. The Vulgar, of 
which ſome Manuſcripts have it, and 
others Want it, as is noted by the Lou. 
vais Editors; the Italich, printed at Venice 
1532. (while the old Italict, and St, 94. 
rome's Correction of it was other wife) 
| are not worth regarding in this matter : 
Printed a nor the Apoſfolos, or Collection of Sec- 
Venice, tions out of the Apofiies Books, with 
160. ſome Remarks. Oniy, whereas the Doc- 
tor mentions the Armtnim Verſion for 
baviag this Verſe, as he was infortn' d; 
pens the very Learned Sandiwe teſtiies the con- 
i Las, trary, having himſelf ſeen it, with" che 
ll Armenian Biſhop, at Amſterdam. 
l laſtly, The Doctor produces ki Latin 
I Fathers, which are indeed his. main 
—_— and Confidence. © - 
„ Tertullian, contra Prax. c. 25. b 
Words are: Tie Prraclere ſball tate f 
np wine, ſays Chriſt, as he did of the Father's. 
| Thus: the. C onnexion of the Father in the 
Son, and of the Son in the Paraclete, makes 
; | the 


wo 
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| the Three cloſely united, which Three are One, 
| but not one Perſon ; as "tis ſaid, I and my 
Father are One. Which the Doctor thinks, 
with Biſhop Ball and Dr. Hammond, are 
an Alluſion to our Text in diſpute. 

2. Cyprian, de Unitate Eccleſiæ, his 
words are: *Tis written of the Father, Son, 


Reference to the Scripture expreſs d. And 


3. Vittor Vitenſis, who tells ifs of a 


4 23 Confeſſion of Faith, preſented by Euge- 


nius Biſhop of Carthage, and other Biſhops, 
to Hunnerick King of the Vandals; in 
which his Text is cited as from St. John, 
in the manner we now have it, in the 
43. Vigilius Tapſenſis, Fulgentius, and the 
Author of the Explication of the Faith, 


9 
1 


. e 1 Se 5 | : 6 
> * De meo ſumet, inquit, ſicut ipſe de Patris, ita 
zconnexus Patris in Filio, & Filii in Paracleto, tres 
55 thcit cohærentes, alterum ex altero. Qui tres unum 
unt, non unus; quomodo dictum eſt, ego & Pater 
unum ſumus. 2 

I. De Patre, Filio, & Spiritu Ano ſcriptum eſt; 
&& hi Tres Unum ſunt. 1 


E And 
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And thus you have the Whole of What 
muſt over-ballance all the Evidence on the 
other ſide: which, Whether it will do or 
not, is to be conſider'd under My, next 
Head. „Therefore, 


III. I ſhall ſhew the Taſufficiency of 
theſe Arguments brought to ſupport the 
Authority of this Text, agaioſt thoſe pro- 
duc'd to overthrow it. 

I ſuppoſe no Man of Reaſon will deſire 
me to give any anſwer to what the Doctor 
cou'd Ar no ſtreſs upon: I mean, ſuch 
modern Teſtimonies as Calecas and the 
Council of Lateran, our late Editions and 
Verſions, or the vulgar Latin Bibles ſince 
Beats time. Therefore I ſhall ſay no more 
to them; nor indeed to Y. gilius Tapſenſis 


and Vittor Vitenſis, nor to any Writer ſo 
long after the Heats between the Arias 
and Athanaſians, and when the Invaſions * 
of the barbarons Nations had thrown al! 
into Confuſion and Ignorance. Such mo- 
if only tell me, that 
theſe Words did at laſt appear. All this T 
know well enough; for I ſee they are 
brought into the Latin Verſions, and ſince 
that into our printed Greek. Copies; and 
into our Eng/iſb Tranſlations, firſt in little. 
Characters for diſtinction, and next with 
as good a fac as the reſt of the Text. 
And if this began to be done in ehe fifth, 'F 
or ſixth, or ſeventh Century, ue is 
that, 


dern Teſtimonies wi 
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„ 
that, any more than if it was in the fif- 
teenth or fixteenth ? But if the Words 
= were not in St. John's Epiſtle for ſo many 
hundred Years, nor known to the Chriſ- 
tian Church as ſuch, I ſhall conclude that 
no Man can give a good reaſon for ad- 
F I mittiog em fiance, e. 
= And a thouſand ſmooth Suppoſitions 
= (which are, in like caſes, found to be falſe 
by daily Experience) that ſuch and ſuch a 
X Writer wou'd not, in later times, have 
uſed the Words, or put 'em into the Bi- 
ble, if he had not good Evidence they 
were in the Original; are of no force a- 
d ent all the Greek Manuſeripes and e. 
2 thers, which plainly ſhew they certainly 
re were not there. If upon the whole mat- 
„ter there can be found not one Greek Ma- 
# nuſcript, or one Greek Writer, who men- 
tions it for a thouſand Years; nor one 
Lain Writer to the fifth Century (if 
all St. Cyprian be not the Man, which ſhall be 
Z inquired into) what ſignifies all the reſt ? 
XZ Men may be fond of a ſpurious Iſſue, but 
7 that will nor legitimate it. 
Ire % | N N with relation to Victor Vitenſis, 
becauſe the Doctor lays ſuch a ſtreſs upon 
it, as if the urging theſe Words, in a Con- 
feſſion of Faith, ſo publickly preſented to 
Hunnericus, in midſt of the Arians, in the 
Tear 484. was a good proof that zhey had 
been well known and receiv'd ; at leaſt, 
=, E 2 * ns 
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ante unum Seculum aut alterum, an Age or 
two before; and fo will carry the Evi- 
dence much higher than the Year 484. 
Therefore I ſhall take ſome notice of this, 
and ſhew that in fact it was not thus, as 
isis. 
W hat the Credit of Victlor's Hiſtory, as 
we have it, is, I cannot well tell. I 
know it has found little with many, 
in his relation of ſtrange Miracles, not 
unlike thoſe of Monkiſh Legends; vis. 
of many who cou'd ſpeak freely and ar- 
ticulately, when their Tongues had been 
cut out by the roots; and ſending his 
Reader to Conſtantinople, for an Inſtance 
to prove it: with other Miracles. But 
let that be as it will, I take it for granted, 
that he ſays true, in the Matter before us; 
that in the Creed preſented to Hunnericus, 
this Text was cited as from St. John. But 
that it had not been commonly and long 
receiv*d, and well known as ſuch, I think 
is plain by what the Doctor cou'd not 
deny, viz, That St. Auguſtine, Eucherius, 
and Cereals, all of the ſame Country, and 
in the ſame Age, knew not of this Text, 
Eucherius lived within thirty Years of the 
time when this Creed was preſented ; and 
the Doctor tells us, he ſays it was com- 
mon in his time to interpret the Spirit, 
the Water, and the Blood, of the Father, 
Word, and Spirit; as did Aaſtin. | 
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if this Text had been receivid then, what 
place had there been for ſuch a myſtical 


Interpretation of the three Witneſſes on 


Earth? Nay, Cerealis was one of the 
African Biſhops at the ſame time, proba- 
bly; for he flouriſh'd in the time of the 
Perſecution under Hunnericus; and who 


drew up a Confeſſion of Faith alſo, at the 


Demand of the Arian Biſhop Maximinian; 


and had the ſame reaſon to have made 
uſe of this Text, as Eugenius, if it had 


been current, as the Doctor inſinuates. 


Where then is the Seculum anum aut at- 
terum, the Age or two before, in which this 


= Text had been admitted? I rather think 


it muſt only have been ſome private 
Compoſure, tho it might be in the name 
of the other Biſhops, who were now 
ſcatter'd and baniſh'd. It is ſign'd only 


= 4 Gaſss Medianis Epiſcopis Numidiæ; Boni- Bibliotb. 
| facio Foratianenſi, & Bonifacio Gatienenſi, Patrum. 


Epiſcopis Vizacenis, So that it carries the 
Evidence no higher, than to that time, 
and that at the latter end of the fifth Cen- 
tury ſome pretended this for Text, which 
had been only an Interpretation. | 


There remain then only two things of 
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Firſt, The pretended Greek Manuſcripts. 
Secondly, The Teſtimonies of Tertullian, 
but chiefly of St. Cyprian. 1 8 
; 3 Firſt, 


a3 © 
- Firſt, His Greek-Manuſcripts pretended : a 
Theſe are of three ſorts. | RY " 
(1.) The Britiſh Copy which Eraſmus - 
ſpeaks of; who not finding one Greek 
Copy which had this Paſſage, wou'd not 
put it into his two firſt Editions of the 
New Teſtament : but upon information 
of a Copy in England which had it, did, 
againſt the Faith of all his Copies, aſter- 
wards inſert it; * rather, as he confeſſes, 
to avoid the Reproach of others, than 
that he judg'd it to be of ſufficicat Au- 
Crit. Hift. thority, For which F. Simon thus rebukes 
18% him: With what warrant cou'd he correct 
his Edition by one ſingle Copy; which, as 
himſelf beliewd, had ſuffer'd ſome Alter a- 
tron? „ 1 
And it appears he had reaſon to ſuſpe& 
it : for who ever ſaw this Britiſb Copy 
fince, or that wou'd produce it? Dr. Mie 
does not tell us where it was, or that 
ever he heard more of it. Such rare Dif- 
coveries, ſo uſeful and grateful to the Pub- 
lick, are not wont to be loſt again, in ſo 
critical an Age. What! cannot all the 
Learned Men of our two Univerſities, 
nor our numerous Clergy, give us ſome 
account of it? Surely either there was 
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* Ex hoc Codice Anglicano repoſuimus, quod in 
noftris dicebatur deeſſe, ne fit cauſa calumniandi, tam- 
etſi ſuſpicor Codicem illum ad noſtros eſſe correctum. 


no 


TT T8 
no ſuch Copy, or it is not for the pur- 
| poſe: elſe it had probably, long before 
this time, been produc'd. I am apt to 
think it did the beſt ſervice it ever cou'd 
do, in the Cauſe, in thus impoſing upon 
the Great Eraſmus, Strange! that a Bre- 
. iſb Copy is only to be mention*d by one 
beyond the Seas, while all Britain, and 
ſuch an inquiſitive Britiſʒi Critick as 
Dr. Mills, can know nothing more of it. 
Foreigners will expect to hear of it from 
Jus, rather than we from them. F. Simon 
"© ſays Eraſmus ſaw it: but where does E- 
"Fra/mas ſay ſo? He only ſays (in his An- 
Xx notations) There is found one Greek Ma- 
nuſcript among the Engliſh, which hath it x. 
He needed not then have ſaid, Saſpicor, 
ce. he cou'd, I think, have made a 
clearer Judgment of it, if he had ſeen it. 
And if he was abus'd by Miſinformation 
or otherwiſe, tis hard firſt to deceive him, 
and then to make his Miſtake an Authority 
ia the caſe. ER Babs + 
2.) The Doctor depends on the Ma- 
nuſcript Copies by which he ſuppoſes the 
Complutenſian Edition was regulated; be- 
cCauſe theſe words are there, and the Edi- 
tors ſay in general, they follow'd the 


= 
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LRKkRRepertus eft apud Anglos Græcus Codex unus, 


beſt 


of in quo habetur. 
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| © beſt and moſt antient Manuſcripts of the 


But as they don't ſay, that they were 


directed by choſe Manuſcripts in putting in 


this Verſe, ſo it appears they were not; 


becauſe, by the Doctor's own confeſſion, 
the moſt antient and moſt correct Copy of the 
Vatican, which is ſo juſtly extoPd by him, 


(and comes at leaſt very near to the fa- 


mous Alexandrian Manuſcripts in the Royal 
Library here) wants theſe Words which 


thoſe Editors have put in: And how then 


did they follow it ſo cloſely as is preten- 


ded? Nay, this excellent Manuſcript was 


Proleg. 
p. 108. 


that which Pope Leo recommended to 
them, as the Ground-work and Standard 
of their Edition, to which they were to 
keep, and to note the Variations of other 
Copies in their Margin, and which for 
the moſt part they did ; and yet in this 
they forſook it. And 'tis no wonder, if 
they did ſo by the reft of the Vatican Ma- 
nuſcripts, as appears. 5 
For Caryophilus afterwards, having by 
Order of Pope Urban VIII. examin'd theſe 
Vatican Manuſcripts, tells us plainly, that all 
of *em which have 2% Epiſtle of St. John, 
want this ſeventh Verſe : tho, out of re- 
ſpe& to St. Oprian, he was for keeping 
it in TL. Of which, Dr. Clarke has given 


— 


* Ad finem Catenz in Marcum. 
| all 
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an account, in the place already referd 


to; together with an account of ſixteen 


Manuaſcripts (eight of em in the King of 
Spain's Library) collated by the Spaniſb 


Marquiſs, Peter Faxard (as F. Simon names 


| him) and publiſh'd by Ls Cerda, in his 
Adverſaria Sacra, c. 19, from all which 
Manuſcripts nothing is alledg'd to juſtify 


their valgar Verſion, in keeping this Verſe. 
How then cou'd Dr. Mills preſume, ſo 


ſtrongly that the Complutenſian Editors kept 
to their Manuſcripts here? F. Simon ſaw Crit. Hiſt. 
the contrary; and ſays they follow'd the“. 


Reading of the Latin Copies here; and to 
vindicate it, have inſerted a Note from 
Aquinas, inthe Margin. oo 

(3.) He pretends the ſeven Manuſcripts 
of Robert Stephens, to warrant the Words 
to be genuine. Stephens tells us he made 
uſe of ffteen Manuſcripts in his Edition of 
the New Teſtament, only ſeven of which 


he has ſet down in the Margin, as want- 
ing ſome, at leaſt, of the Words in diſpute : 
hence it was concluded formerly, even by 
Dr. Mills himſelf, as well as others, that 
the other eight wanted nothing, but had 


the whole, as we have it. To this, the 
Doctor's remarkable Words cited from his 
Prolegomena, by Dr. Clark, are a compleat 
Anſwer ; ſhewing that thoſe ehrt Manu- 


ſeripts did not include this Epiſtle © of 


St. John, at all; and ſo were of no con- 
cern 


- © 

cern here. But Dr. Mills was ſenſible of 
this, in his Diſſertation on the Text, where 
he ſays of theſe eight Manuſcripts, Reli- 


qui has Epiſtolas non exhibent. And there- 


tore he urges but the other ſeven, which 


are noted as wanting only e τ Sear, 


in Heaven, and authorizing the reſt ; The 


Father, the Word, and the Spirit; and theſe 


Three are One. 
But as Dr. Mills was too judicious not 
to ſee thro this Miſtake, in placing a little 
Mark; ſo he fairly owns his Doubt about 
it, in his Notes on the Verſe: If indeed 
the little Hook be placed aright x. For this 
depends wholly upon placing the Semi- 
circle, which marks the Words that are 
wanting in ſuch Manuſcripts, as are no- 


ted in the inward Margin. In Stephens's 


ur Folio Edition, this Mark or ſmall Hook 
alls after the words iy 7? Be; as if 
theſe only were wanting: whereas it 
ſhou'd have been placed after the whole 
Verſe, as F. Simon obſerves (or rather, af- 
ter the words zz Earth, in the eighth Verſe: 
yhich, the Doctor owns in his Notes, Was 
the caſe of the moſt and beſt Copies ; and 
Simon intimates the ſame. in his Remarks 
upon the Louvain Latin Bible by Hente- 
nis, Whieh had the like Error.) And 1 


* 


* 
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* Si quidem Semicirculus ſuo loco ſit collocatus; 
which Lucas Brugenſis had ſaid before. | 


wonder 


wonder the Doctor ſhou'd ſay upon it, 
Neſcio qua antoritate, neque dicit ſe iſtos 
Libros conſuluiſſe; or that he had not con- 


ſulted the Copies, when he expreſly. ſaid Crit Hift, 


he bad conſulted the Manuſcripts of 
King's Library: and I think it was there 
Stephens found his*, It appears by Dr. Mzills's 
Account in his Prolegomena, that four of 
theſe ſeven Manuſcripts were in the French 
King's Library; and ſince F. Simon cou'd 
find none there, that wanted ozly the 
words in Heaven, nor any one elſe pre- 
tends to find ſuch elſewhere, I may ſafely 
conclude *twas a Miſtake in placing the 
Mark in Stephens, which the Doctor was 
willing to take hold of. And the ſame 
Stephens, in his Latin Edition of the New 
Teſtament, (as F. Simon tells us, Crit. 
Hiſt. part 2. c. 11. and as I have ſeen) 
included the whole Paſſage within the 
Mark. So that I think the Caſe is plain, 
that all Stephens's Manuſcripts wanted this 
=... _ 
_ *Tis probable he put it into his own E- 
dition, from the Complutenſian, and we 
from his into ours; (ſo one Error begets 
another, by preſuming too well of the 
Care and Faithiulneſs of ſuch as went be- 
fore) for the Doctor tells us, Stephens go- 
vern'd himſelf by the % Manuſcripts : 


n 
** 


„Regia Bibliotheca ſuppeditavit, Proleg, P. 117. 
F 2 | but 


the Par. 2. c. 9. 


*. 


Proleg. hut then he ſays, He always judg d thoſe to 
P. 117* "be beſt which agreed with the Compluten- 
ſian. Elſe it wou'd be very ſtrange, that 

all Stephens's Manuſcripts ſhow'd differ from 

all them of Eraſmus and Simon, and o- 
thers; as they muſt, if only i of Sp 
were. wanting. ©, . 

And whereas the Doctor lays a ſtreſs 

on Stephens's ſaying he departed not one 

Letter from the beſt and moſt of his Copies; 

I wou'd ask then, how he came to put in 
the i Tf Soar, in Heaven, when every 

one of his ſeven Manuſcripts wanted em? 

Tis plain, Critichs are not always to be 

truſted in what they fay of their own Fi- 

delity : the Doctor was right, in inferring 
that it ought to have been as he ſaid, but 

*tis plain in fact it wa not fo. ' 


— 


I. uus having examin'd all his Pretences 
to the Greek Manaſcripts, I think it fully 
appears there is not ſo much as one found 
to authorize his Paſſage, nor one antient 
Verſion, made from the Greek ; and for o- 
thers, they are not of value in the caſe. 
Indeed the Doctor has dealt more fairly / 

| than our common unaccurate Commenta- 

Ya tors; who, without any Examination, talk 

roundly of mam, the moſt antient and 


Ne in una litera diſceſſerit a meliorum & plurium 
codicum ſuffrag io. | | | 


the 
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- the beſt Copies, which have theſe Words, 


not knowing what they ſay : whereas he 


| pretends but to few, and rather ſuppoſes 
and hopes, from ſome Hints in others, 


that they had ſuch Copies, ,than knows 
of any himſelf. oe 
Let me cloſe this Head with the very 


pertinent Remark of the moſt Learned 
Phileleutherus, againſt the Diſcourſe of Part 1. 


Free-thinking : The preſent Text was firſt 
ſettled almoſt 200 Tears ago, out of ſeveral 


Manuſcripts, by Robert Stephens, Printer 


and Bookſeller at Paris; whoſe beautiful and 
generally ſpeaking (it ſeems, not in all 
points) accurate Edition, has been ever ſince 
counted the Standard, and follow'd by all the 
reſt. Now this ſpecifick Text in your, Doc- 


tors (Whitby's) Notion, ſeems taken for 


the Sacred Original in every Word and Syl- 
lable ; and if the Conceit is but ſpread and 
propagated, within 4 few Years that Prin- 
ters Infallibility will be as zealouſly main- 
tain'd, as an Evangeliſt's or Apoſtle s 

Dr. Mills, were he now alive, wou'd con- 
feſs that this Text, fixed by a Printer, is 
ſometimes by the various Readings render d 
uncertain, nay, is prou'd certainly wrong; 


but that the real Text lies not in any ſingle 


Manuſcript or Edition, but is diſperſed in 
them all, 3 = 
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I now come to the Second Head of his 
Arguments, viz. from antient Teſtimonies 
of the Latin Writers, Tertullian and Cy- 
— } ..... .. 3 
As for Tertullian, in the Words already 
ſet down, he had only ſaid, ſpeaking of 
the Father, Son, and Spirit, theſe Three are 
One; and 'tis written, the Father and 1 
are One. But the former of theſe he ſays 
from himſelf, not as any part of Scripture, 
as he ſays the net words are. And in- 
| deed he needed not have cited theſe latter 
words at all, if the former had been of 
the ſame authority; for they had been 
ſufficient, whereas the latter Words were 
not to his purpoſe for proving the Holy 
Spirit's Unity with the Father and Son. 
Only not having a Text for the Unity of 
all the Three, he was willing to alledg 
theſe Words for the Two as a Step to the 
other. 8 | Mo: 
Nor can it be thought, but that in ſo 
voluminous a Writer we muſt have had 
that Text many times over, on ſeveral 
proper Occaſions, if he had known it 
ſach, He repeats John 10. 30. J and the 
Father are one, very frequently, even five 
times in a few Pages in his Book contra 
Praxeam, and again contra Hermog. and 
de Oratione. Whereas this pretended Text, 


ſo much more for his purpoſe, he omits : 
which 


e 


a . +: 2 ; 


which cou'd hardly have been, if he had 
taken it to be of as-good authority as the _ 
other Text. And therefore Dr. Mills had 
_ reaſon to urge it but ſoftly, ſaying Dr. Bull 
and Dr. Hammond patant fe alluſiſſe, ſup- 
poſe that he might allude to the Words of 
St. John: which is but a Conjecture, in- 
Read of a Proof. 555 Ws 
So that St. Cyprian is left alone to bear 
the weight of all. And indeed ?tis eaſy 
to ſee, the DoQor's chief Confidence 1s 
in his Teſtimony, (with a little help from 
Tertullian, whom he owns to be not ſo 
clear) inſomuch that he ſays, This is Evi- 
dence enough of the Words being authentic, 
tho none F the Greek Writers ever ſaw 
them, and tho they neuen appear d in any 
Copy to this day, It ſeems then tis to no 
purpoſe to withſtand this Evidence; or 
rather it; ſeems, having nothing elſe to 
truſt to, the Doctor was reſoly'd this muſt 


* 


and ſhall do the buſineſs. 
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Cypriay's Words are, Of the Father, Son, fte ve 
and Holy Spirit, it is written, Theſe Three cleſiz. 


are One; (the other Teſtimony, in Epiſt. 
ad Jubaianum, is but like Tertullian's ſup- 
poſed Allafion to the Text, and may have 
the ſame. Anſwer.) Upon theſe Words 
the Queſtion is, Whether Cyprian refers to 
the /eventh Verſe in diſpute, or to the 
eighth, -by a myſtical Interpretation of the 
Water, the Blood, and the Spirit, as figni- 

| fying 


o 


* 


fying the Father, the Son, and the Spirit? 


Crit. Hiſt-Pather Simon is out of doubt for this lat- 


c. 18. | 


ter, and brings a ſtrong Proof of it from 
the Words of Facundus, who was of the 


ſame African Church, in the fifth Century; 


and who not only himſelf ſo interprets the 
Words of the eighth Verſe, but expreſly 
adds, that St. Cyprian ſo underſtood them 


too, in this very place. Says he, * Of 


the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, he (St. 
John) ſays there are Three that bear witneſs 
on Earth, the Spirit, the Water, and the 


Blood; and theſe Three are One: by the Spi- 


rit ſignifying the Father, by the Water the 


1 79 
Holy Ghoſt, and by the Blood the Son. 


Which Words of John the Apoſtle, St. Cy- 
prian the Martyr, in his Book of the Tri- 


nity, (Unity it ſhou'd be, as Simon ob- 
ſerves) conceives to be ſpoken of the Fa- 


ther, Son, and Holy Spirit. And tho 
Dr. Mills wou'd make light of this Teſti- 
mony, *tis without all reaſon, and from 


mere neceſſity: ſince this will overturn all 
he had to ſay from the Latin Fathers. 


8 


* De Patre, Filio, & Spir itu Sancto, dicit tres ſunt 


qui teſtimonium dant in terra, Spiritus, Aqua, & San- 


guis, & hi tres unum ſunt; in Spiritu ſignificans Pa- 
trem, in Aqua Spiritum Sanctum, in Sanguine verd 
Filium fignificans. Quod ſoannis Apoſtoli Tefti- 
monium beats Cyprianus in Epiſtola five libro quem de 
Trinitate (de Unitate rather) ſcripfit, de Patre, Fi- 
lio, & Spiritu Sando, dictum intelligit. Facundus pro 
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What Facundus ſays, is fo far from be- 
ing improbable, that the Doctor himfelf 
owns St. Auſtin, who was of the ſame 
African Church, did make the ſame Inter- 
pretation afterwards ; and after him, Ex- 


cherius declares it was a common Expo- 


ſition of thoſe Words: and then why 
might it not be Cypriay's ? Does not Fa- 


cundus expreſly ſay it? Does he tell an 


unlikely Story? Why is it then levis mo- 


menti? Truly the Doctor thinks none, 


till St. Auſtin, made this myſtical Interpre- 


tation, and therefore not St. Qyrian. But 


why might not Oyrian begin it as well as 


Auſtin? Facundus tells us he did inter- 


+ 


pret ſo, and it does not appear that he 
had any other ſuch Words to apply to the 


| Trinity, bur theſe. Is it not as good an 


Argument againſt the Doctor, to ſay that 
Cyprian did not cite the ſeventh Verſe in 
diſpute, becauſe that Verſe never appear'd 
in any Writer till the fifth Centary, as his 
is, viz, That Cyprian did not ſo interpret, 
becauſe that Interpretation appears not 


till the fifth Century? Only I can prove 


my Aſſertion by a proper poſitive Teſti- 
mony, that Cyprian did uſe this Interpre- 
tation; whereas he had zone to prove that 
St. Cyprian met with a ſpecial Copy of 


St. John's Epiſtle, which had that Verſe. 


"Tis true indeed, he alledges ior the o- 
ther ſide Fulgentius, Contemporary with 
_ 2; G | Facundus, 


- ... WH IE. or nee Fe EL et i Are oem CIA 3 Sev — 
* 


F 


Facandas, ſaying, * St. John teſtifies there 
are Three which bear witneſs in Heaven, the 
Father, the Word, and Spirit ; and theſe 


Three are One t which alſo St. Cyprian, in 
his Epiſtle of the Unity of the Charth, con- 


feſſes ; alledging from the Scriptures, that of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, tis writ- 
ten, And Three are One. But as Facundus 
is as good an Evidence as he, and more 
particular, ſo even this does not contradict 
Facundus. For Fulgentias and he both ſay 
the ſame thing, viz. that Cyprian confeſſed | 
St. John's Teftimony of the Father, Son, 
and Spirit, theſe Three are One. Only Fa- 
cundus tells us, that he took this. Teſti- 
mony from the eighth Verſe, and Fulgen- 
tius does not ſay it was otherwiſe; and 
therefore there is no reaſon to oppoſe him 
to Facundus. Cyprian might own the ſame 
thing as is now contain'd in the ſeventh 
Verſe, tho he deduc'd it from the eighth: 
He that ſuppos'd the Spirit, the Water, 
and the Blood, in St. John, to mean the 


Father, the Son, and the Spirit, as much 


confeſſed this Doctrine, and from St. John 
too; as if he had found the very words 


- 


1 * q * 7 # A 8 k : 4 
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* Fulg. cont. Arianos, ſub finem. Beatus Joannes tefta- 
tur, dicens, Tres ſunt qui teflimonium perhibent in 
ccelo, Pater, Verbum, & Spiritus; & tres unum ſunt. 
Quod etiam B. M. Cy prianus in Epiſtola de Unitate 
Eccleſiæ confitetur, dicens —{e Patre, Filio, 
& Spiritu Sando ſcriptum eſt, & tres unum ſunt. 
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prian found in St. John, the Father, Son, 
the eighth Verſe. No, it was there he 


and Spirit, myſtically repreſented. And I 
_ obſerve two things to confirm it. | 


ble Conceſſion in St. Cyprian, Quod etiam 
B. Cyprianas confitetur, which alſo St. Cy- 
prian confeſſes. Confeſſes what? that 
St. John had thoſe words, the Father, 


A Word, and Spirit, and theſe T hree are One ?. 
Was that ſuch an Acknowledgment, if he 
found it in his Epiſtle? No, but he ac- 
d knowledg*d the Father, Son, and Spirit 
1 to be one, out of St. John, by a myſtical 
1 Interpretation of the Spirit, the Water, and 
h the Blood, which are one. This indeed was 
: ſomewhat far-fetch'd, and not ſo clear a 
, Point, but St. Oprian's confeſſing it might 
- give it ſome credit ; but it could [ae 
1 to an undoubted Text of St. John, to ſay 
Cyprian acknowledg'd it to be true, I 
$ will not ſay the Doctor had any deſign 


in it, but J find in reciting the words, he 
has happen'd to change the confitetur into 
the more convenient word, conteſtatur. 

2. I obſerve Cypriar's words are not the 
exact words pretended to be found in 


Father, Son, and Spirit, in the Text, And : 
this is all which Fulgentius himſelf fays 
of him. Neither of them ſays that Cy- 
and Spir it, beſides the three Witneſſes in 


thought he might find the Father, Son, 


1. Fulgentius ſpeaks of it as a remarka- 
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St. John z for C yprian ſays, Father, Son, 


(not the Word) and Spirit. Now tho 
the ſame Perſon may be intended by both 


words, yet 'tis plain there cou'd be but 
one of em in the Text. And therefore if 

. our preſent printed Text be right, Cyprian 
had no ſach Copy, or elſe he did not keep 


ſtrictly to it: and if he did not cite the 
words exadtly, only the Sexſe of them as 


an Interpreter; then in ſuch a looſe way 
of ſpeaking it might well be, as Facundus 


ſays it was, viz. his Senſe of the eighth 
Verſe. So that. the Doctor was too for- 
ward. in ſaying that Cyprian cou'd not have 
cited the Words of St. John (as we have 


em) more exaitly, if he had em before 


hy eyes. 3 
Let the Interpretation be never ſo forced, 
that is nothing, ſo it was; and there are 
enough as ſtrange Interpretations of Texts 
in the Fathers and in St. Cyprian himfelf, 
to ſatisfy us this is no good Evidence it 
was not his *, And why may not Cy- 
prian father a weak Interpretation as well 


as St. Auſtin? Nor was it unuſual with 


Cyprian to cite Scripture more by his Senſe 


of it, than by the ſtrict Letter of the Text. 
ae Thus, inſtead of Lead us not into Temp- 


tation, he cites it, Suffer as not to be 


Dom. c. 4. led, &c. Again, he cites Rev. 19. 10. 


** 
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but rather that it was Cyprian's Expoſition 
of the true Reading in al the Copies. 
Even ſo, I doubt nor, his words, the Fa- 


ther, tht Son, and Spirit, theſe Three are 
One, was his Senſe of the eighth Verſe of 


St. John s fifth Chapter. 
I ſhall*conclude hs with Mr. Du Pin S 
judgment upon the Caſe : Ti not then, 


ble this Miſtake of Cyprian's words led 
| Tome following African Writers into the 


| preſh. 
"And thus I have fairly accounted for 
St. Cypriay's Words, without the Sup- 


poſition of his having a ſpecial Copy to 


himſelf. And then 1 think there is not 


one tolerable Pretence left of any antient 
Authority, Now it remains that we ſee 
how the Doctor accounts for the Difficul- 
tys that lie againſt him; from all the Greek 
Copies and Fathers before and after C prian, 
who knew nothing of his Text : how 


then had Cyprian ſuch a particular Copy 
above all others? Does the Doctor clear 
bimſelf 


22 thou FR Fi 5.05 inſtead of Bs de 
worſbip thou God. Will any fay, upon fees 
this, that he found a particular Copy « 15. 
which had theſe Readings? No ſurely, 


Sr: Ca- e 
ſays he, abſolutely certain, that Cyprian non, vol. 2. 


mo wh uoted the ſeventh Verſe of St. John 6. 78. 
And We Simon's; who lays tis out Crit. Hiſt. 
12 5 that he hath not. Tho tis pro- d N. = part 
MF 4 


Opinion that St. John had ſaid them ex- 


i 
| 
| 
0 
\ 
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CAS 
his Objection from Cyprian's Words ? 
He puts very proper Queries here: If 
theſe Words were in St. John's Original, 


hom comes it to paſs that for three Ages 
following, the Greek Fathers had it nat in 


can, to know it, when it was unknown to 


| Character of him *) and who * convers'd 
with Polycarp, the Diſciple of St. John him- 
| elf. But in Azſwer to theſe Queries, he 
is forc'd to frame many unreaſonable Sup» 
poſitions : he knows not which way it 


might have been, and then ſeems to be- 
lieve it was ſo. Let us hear his own Ac- 
count. FO 
If we ask how came theſe Words to be 

out of a the known Greek Copies ? he an- 
ſwers, by mere chance, and careleſſneſs of 
the Tranſcriber, who caſt his eye upon the 


Verſe, inſtead of the ſame word in the ſe- 
venth); and ſo went on, unawares omitting 
| the one Aue rugSIſes, Or Witneſs, and all the 
ö words between them both. And then by rea- 


— 


+ 'Curioſiſimus omnium doctrinarum explorator, 
Irenæus. Tertul. cont. Valent. 


ſtaid 


their Copies? How came Cyprian, an Afri- 


Irenzus, who was 4 very curious Inquirer 
into all Learning, (which is Tertullian's 


word ua prupðiſes, or V. it neſs, in the eighib | 


Fo! on of Perſecution Chriſtians were in haſte, and 


himſelf au fairly of this, as we have of 


* 


was, but he can imagine how poſſibly it 


F 


Ys 


(4) 


compare with one another's Copies, which were 
bat few, becauſe of the Pains and Expences 
cf tranſcribing : and the Original being at 4 


diſtance from them when diſpers d, they.cou'd 
not examine by that. | 
I grant, Miſtakes of this kind have hap- 
en'd to Tranſcribers, where d, f, 
Words of the ſame ending, or the ſame 
Words have often occurr'd : but that it 
was not ſo here, is plain, becauſe the 
Tranſcriber had then taken the neæt Words 
to the ſecond Ace p ve dil £53 which are ty TH Yi 
in Earth: whereas the Doctor confeſſes 
theſe words were wanting alſo. This he 
was aware of, and therefore /appoſes once 
more, that the words in Earth might be in 
the firſt Tranſcript, but that the neæt time 
it was tranſcrib'd, or ſoon after, it was 


ſo were left or daſh'd out * : and then Co- 


ſo they ſpread abroad, thro Greece, Egypt, 
&c. And this is the reaſon that the an- 
tient Verſions and Writers knew nothing of 
this Text, becauſe there were none but 


Churchts I. But in proceſs of time, he 


* Curato hoc uno, ut verba ey 7# y tanquam ſuper- 
-flua delerentur. 5 e | 
_ FT. Nullumomnino codicem Eccleſiis Græcis in uſu 
fuiſſe credo, niſi qui ad mutilatos, quos dicimus, de- 


ſ˖cxiptus ſit. | : 


flaid not to reviſe the Tranſcript, nor to 


thought thoſe Words were ſuperfluous, and 


Pies were taken. by other Churches, and 


theſe maimed Copies among all the Greek 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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In Aſia (where the Original was) or fome 


other parts, ſome way 'or other got into 
Africa, which Tertullian and Cyprian ſaw : 
And the Times being troubleſome, few Copies 
only. were taken for the uſe 5 the African 
Churches, where they ſeem to have contina'd; 
and about 100 Tears after they became com- 
mon, Elſe the African Biſhops wou d not have 
alledged theſe words in a Confeſſion of Faith, 
if they had not been in their common Copies, 
and in the Body of St. John's Epiſtle, more 
than one or two Centuries, And about 250 
Tears after Cyprian, the ſpurious Aathor 
of the Diſputation, falſiy aſcrib'd to Atha+ 
naſius, perhaps might meet with a perfect 
Greek Copy: and then all was ſet right. 
And fo we have his Anſwer to another 
Queſtion, viz. How the true Copy at laſt 
came to light again? . 

I believe this Account will ſatisfy very 
few: if any Man ſhou'd trace his Pede. 
gree after this manner, thro ſuch a train 
of wild Suppoſitions, and improbable Ima- 
> wr of this and the other bare Pofſe- 
ility, I fear he would ſtill paſs for a fp. 
rious Pretender, And yet all this the Ju- 
dicious Dr. Mills cou'd ſeem to believe, 
rather than this ove Suppoſition, which is 
alſo well atteſted, That St. Cyprian's Words 
were his Interpretation of the eighth Verſe: 


for allow but this, and there was no need 
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PI1 appeal to Men of Candor, which of 
the two is more probable; that all. theſe. 
FLAY ſhou'd happen, or that Facun- 
dus ſhou'd ſay true: eſpecially when theſe 
few Remarks on the Doctor's imaginary 
Account, ſhall be duly conſider dd. 
1. Why ſhou'd he ſuppoſe, they who 
were at the pains or expence, and had 
leiſure of tranſcribing, would not be at a 


: | . | . | 
| very /ittle more, to review and examine 
| their Tranſcripts ? which is ſo natural and 


- I uſual, in matters of much leſs moment 
l than what concerns the Intereſts of ano- 
; ther Life, which to the primitive Chri/- 
tians were very dear. While they had the 
- Original in their hands, it was eaſy to be 
+ | done. Surely they were not ſo careleſs as 
| the Doctor makes em to be: it appears 
„ | what ſenſe they had in early times, of the 
I neceſſity of comparing ſuch Tranſcripts 
a with the Originals, by Irenæus; to whoſe 
Writings this ſolemn Adjuration is annex d: 


I Adjaro te per Dominum Jeſum, ut conferas 
\. oſtguam tranſcripſeris, &c, I adjure thee 
i. ho ſbalt tranſcribe this Book, by the Lord 
- Jeſas Chriſt, and by his glorious Appearance 
is 0 juag the Quick and the Dead, that thou 
is | compare after thou hat tranſcrib'd, and a- 
„ nend it by the Original very carefully, To 
d which purpoſe St. John's Words, Rev. 22. 


of 18, 19. are probably to be underſtood, as 
| et x ks - 


of racking his Invention, at this rate. And” 


„ 
a Terror to all negligent and deceitful 
Tranſcribers of his Boote. 


But the Doctor pre 


aſſemble but in the Night, might hinder 
them: So far were they from having lei- 
ſure to review their Books, that they con'd 
not aſſemble but before day *. As if this 
hinder'd *em from examining or comparing 
their Copies at home. Muſt they needs do 
it in a public Aſſembly? Rather, was it 
not much better to be done in private? 
Therefore the Doctor has another Imagi- 


nation to help it out; and that is, that 


Chriſtians were in ſuch eager haſte to catch 


the ſacred Co tes, that they carry d them off 5 


as they were T. As if after ſo much pains 
or expence for a Copy, they wou'd not 
take care to have it right. Beſides, if the 
Deſire was ſo great, then we may con- 
clude the Tranſcripts were very mam, of 
ſo ſhort an Epiſtle, And fince all the Tran- 
ſcribers cou'd not make the ſame Miſtałe, 
nor many of em, I ask, | 


2. Why muſt only his one defective 


Copy be carry'd away into remote Coun- 
tries, to become the fruitful Parent of al 


*** 


* Adeo non vacabant recenſioni librorum, ut ne 
quidem convenire iis licuerit niſi ante lucem, ._ 

I Libri cum primum exarati, avidiſhme a Chriftia- 

nis arrepti ſint, & in varias regiones diſtracti. 

| the 


tends the Perſecation = 
of the Chriſtians, and their not daring to | 


— 


the Copies in the World that we can find; 
and all che others ſtay behind, or never 
be heard of more? Is this likely ? 
Were not the Poſſeſſors of the other Co- 
pies (which he ſuppoſes there were) as 
much perſecuted and ſcatter d as the Poſ- 

ſeſſor of this one faulty Copy? And if 
they brought away theirs, ſurely there 
wou'd have been ſome more and better 
- ſigns of em than what is pretended from 
Cypriang. | . "4" of 
3. Had not the Chriſtians of that time 
often heard St. John's Epiſtle read to em, 
before they had it tranſcrib'd, as well as 
after? This was the conſtant practice of 
their Aſſemblies, to read ſome part of the 
Goſpels and the Apoſtles Writings, as Juſ+ 
tin Martyr and Tertullian tell us in their 
Apologies : which the Apoſtle Paul ex. 
pected, and fometimes requir'd to be 
done; Col. 4. 16. 1 Theſſ. 5. 27. There- 
fore if there had been an Omiſſion in the 
Tranſcript, wou'd not ſome or other eaſily 
have miſ d ſo memorable a Paſſage as #his 
Text contains? ?Tis fo ſingular and re- 
markable, that the Omiſſion cou'd fearcely 
be unobſerv'd, when they came to read it 
oper gan cio] 
4. Why ſhou'd he ſuppoſe again (to 

back his former hard Suppolition) that 
any Chriſtians wou'd fo evilly treat the Sa- 
cred Scriptures, as to ſtriłe out the words 

: : 2 


* 
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in Earth, for ſeeming to be ſuperfluow ? 
Had they ſo little Reverence for theſe Sa- 
_ cred Records, as to daſh out what they 
liked not? And yet with thoſe words the 


Senſe and Context are 0 way diſturb'd : 


there are a hundred Texts which contain 


words more ſeemingly needleſs, and more 

hard to be accounted for, and which may 
as wel] be ſpared, if we make our own 
Fancy the Judg, as theſe Words, which 
have indeed no difficulty at all in them; 


and yet I am well ſatisfy*d thoſe Chriſtians 
never wou d, nor did preſume to daſn em 
out of their Copies, upon this ſlight pre- 


tence, That they were ſuper fluous. 


5. Doth Cyprian, after all, ſay one word | 


of any ſuch thing, as his having had a 
better Copy than the reſt of the Churches 
had? Not a word; and yet one wou'd 
think he ſhowd not wholly forbear taking 


ſome notice of ſo happy an Event. Or do 


any after him ſay they found ſuch a correct 
Copy, or that ever they underſtood he 
had one? And what became of this va- 
luable Treaſure, after it had got into theſe 
ſafe hands? For, A 

6. How came it that St. Aaſtin, fo 
long after him, in a neighbouring Church, 
knew nothing of this matter? And that 
in his Diſputes with the Arians, none 
ſhou'd let him know what might have 
been ſo ſerviceable to him? In ſuch times 


of 
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of eager Conteſts, it muſt have ſoon flown 
about into the Neighbourhood, when ad- 
jacent Biſhops ſo frequently met and con- 
fer'd; and the rather, becauſe Cyprian, 
and others after him, muſt know that 
other Copies were defective in this place, 
and therefore it concern' d 'em to ſend In- 
telligence to all round about em, how 
the true Text ſtood: and yet the Doctor 
grants that St. Auſtin knew not of it. And 
therefore I think it very apparent there 
was 0 ſuch thing as Cyprian's having ſuch 
a Copy, notwithſtanding the Doctor cou'd 
ſay certiſſimum eſt, upon no manner of Evi- 
dence but his uſing thoſe Expreſſions which 
are already otherwiſe accounted for; and 
of which Mr. Da Pin ſays, tis not certain 
that St. Cyprian quoted St. John's Words; 
and F. Simon, that without doubt he did 
wore” 3” TE. £ | . | 0 
By theſe things it appears, that Dr. Mills 
not only cou'd not give any true account, 
how it realy came to paſs that all the Greek 
Manuſcripts and Writers ſhou'd be igno- 
rant of this Verſe, and yet Cyprian recover 
it from the Original; but that ſetting his 
Imagination to work, he cou'd not ſo 
much as zuvent or contrive a way, how 
it cou'd poſſibly be done, Mh any tolera- 
ble Shew of. Probability, or Conſiſtency 
of Circumſtances. | 


Since 


„ 


Since therefore le has fnade ſuch a K. 


prizing ' Concluſion in favour of this Text, 


ſo unſutable to his Premiſes, and againſt 
| all the Rules of Criticiſm ; in preferring. 
one Copy to all the Copys belides ; one 
Father to 4 the Fathers: nay rather, 


without ane Copy, rejecting all the Ma- 
nuſcript Copys; and ſetting ane ſuppoſed, 
at beſt but dubious, Teſtimony of one or 


two Fathers, againſt all the certain Evi- 


dences from al the Copys and all the Fa- 


thers for near 500 Tears: I ſay, fiace *tis 
thus, I cannot wonder at the Remark made 


by the famous Le Clerc upon the Doctor's 
great Candor and Juſtice in Rating the Evi 
dence, and his ſtrange Caution in conclu- 
ding againſt it; in the Preface to Kyſter's 


Edition: * If Dr. Mills (ſays he in rela- 
tion to this Text) hath not concluded here 
like a judicious Critick, yet certainly he hath 


ſbown himſelf to be 4 candid and ingenuous 
Man, in producing the Arguments which cf. 


fectually overtarn bis own Opinion: nor wou'd 


— th. r — 


— _— * 


. | 
+ Si acutum Criticum hic ſe minime preftitit Mil- 


lius, at certe ingenuum & candidum virum ſe oftendit, 
in proferendis rationibus, quibus ſententia, quam iple 
amplexus eſt, evertitur. Nec tam ejus judicio aſcrip- 
ſerim, quod rationum pondere ſe permoveri non pa- 
ſus ſit, quam its q ibere veritatem profeſſos maligne 
infamare ſolent, fi hæreſibus neſcio quibus fave- 
rent, quia nolunt eas depravatis locis oppugnari. Sci- 
licet, optimi quique viri factioſis nonnihil concedere 
neceſſe ſæpe habent, quod facile ignoſcimus, Clerici 
Epiſt. de Editione Milliana. 


* 


„ 
ute this to his want of Judgment, in 
nor jielding to the force of ſuch Arguments, 
ſo much as to the Prejudice of a ſort of 
Men, who are wont ſpitefally to reproach 
thoſe who freely own. the Truth; as if they 
ard I know not what Hereſys, merely 
becauſe they will not argue againſt em from 
corripted Texts. Truly the beſt Men are 
ſommimes under 4 neceſſity of giving way to 
the froward, which we muſt forgive. 
And yet at the ſame time I willingly 
conſent, that his great Learning, his inde- 
- futigable Labour, his accurate Judgment, 
and worthy Deſign, in this noble Under- 
taking, ſhall not fail to perpetuate his high 
Eſteem, and very honourable Remem- 
brance to remoteſt Ages, Nor indeed is his 
Judgment given in this point, but with 
the Modeſty of one ready, upon better 
Information, to alter it; which he ſeems 
to ſuſpect there might be ground for, in 
the Cloſe of his Diſſertation *. 1 


* 


I imp 


* Meliora, ſi quid melius oertiuſque dederit longior 
dies, diſcere parato. bo | 


BUT 


3 
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7 UT whatever Reſtraints Dr. Mills, 
in his private Capacity, might lie 


under, from declaring his Mind more open- { 
h, they affect not your Lordſbips and the x 
Reverend Clergy in Convocation; whom, 0 
with all the Reſpect due to ſo Venerable a > 
Body, and with the Humility of a Sap- 1 
pliant, I beſeech to conſider of this mat- f 
ter, as in the ſight of God; whether here 0 
be not ſufficient Evidence that this Text x 
either certainly, or at leaft very probably, p 
never was originally. in the Holy Writings . 
of St. John, but unwarrantably zhraſt in d 
in later times. And if ſo, whether from 0 
the conſcientious Regards you bear to the gg 
Sacred Scriptures, they ought not to be | V 
purg'd of all ſuch injurious Additions. In ce 
order to which, permit me, I pray, with- nc 
out the leaſt Afectation of being your Mo- nc 
nitor, or the Arrogance of an aſſuming Di. ce 
rector, humbly to beſpeak your very ſe- R. 
rious Thoughts upon theſe following Con- be 
ſiderations. =. 19 4--+ = 
1. Whether ſuch Evidence, as is brought TI 
againſt this Verſe before us, wou'd not be ad; 
judg'd by you ſufficient againſt any Paſ- thi 
ſage in any Claſſick Author whatever ? as 
Wou'd not ſuch a Paſſage preſently be I anc 
pronounc'd ſpurious, and be brought un- to: 
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der a Deleatur by the unanimous Voice of 


the Critics, when they had no concern in 
it, but to judg what is true and genuine, 
and what not? Nay, would a Court of 
Judicature allow any Paragraph to be 
good, in a Writing of conſequence, for 
which no more, and againſt which ſo much 
can be fairly ſaid? And will not the ſame 
Sincerity and Impartiality well become us. 
in this, which we can not only well juſti- 
fy, but commend in the Examination of 
other Writings? Shall we preſs Men to 
take that for Evidence here, which will 
paſs 20 where elſe ? | „ 
2. Whether an awful Regard to hat 
dreadful Anathema, or Denunciation left 
on Record by St. John, Rev. 22. 18. a- 
gainſt all who add to, or diminiſh from hs 
Writings, will permit you to be uncon- 
cern'd in the matter before you? It can- 
not be ſuppos'd that thoſe Words ſhou'd 
not, at leaſt by Parity of Reaſon, con- 
cern-his other Writings, as well as the 
Revelation; eſpecially when we remem- 
ber how general the Precept was, not to 
add nor to diminiſh, Deut. 4.2. Prov. 30. 6. 
The Threatning is very ſevere : God ſhall 
add to him the Plagues that are written in 
this Book, are words of ſo much terrour, 
as will ſufficiently juſtify your Loraſhips 
and the Reverend Clergy's utmoft Caution 
to avoid ; whatever more careleſs Peo- 
— 1 „ 


ple may think or ſay. Whether the keep- 
ing in an unjuſt Addition to the Word of 
God, when 'tis our part and in our power 
to reQify it, comes, or not, within the 


Prohibition, none concern'd can think be- 


low their ſober Conſideration. It might 
perhaps come in with leſs guilt thro Igno- 
rance, than it can be kept in, when the 
J ͤ % ˙ - .:: 
The Oracles of God are a Sacred Depo- 
ſitum lodg'd with the Church; Rom. 3. 2. 
To them are committed the Oracles of God; 
in this truſt ſurely, that they be kept in- 
violable, and be tranſmitted to Poſterity 
pure and clean from all known human Ad- 
ditions; whoſe Authority is ſo infinitely in- 
ferior to the Words of God, that they 
ought not knowingly | 
therewith : eſpecially by thoſe who are 
the Stewards of the Myſterys of God, and 
who expect that others ſhou'd, ſeek the 
Law at their mouths ; of whom tis requir'd 
that they be found faithful. 


Our twentieth Article tells us, The Church 


is the Witneſs and Keeper of Holy Writ : 
and therefore muſt not bear either falſe 
or uncertain witneſs in ſo ſolemn a mat- 
ter, as to ſay that is Holy Writ, which ſhe 
has the greateſt reaſon to judg is not ſuch. 
*Tis a diſmal thing to have it ſaid to your 
Flocks, Thus ſaith the Lord, when the Lord 
hath not ſpoken it: and a hard task it is 

ON 


to be intermix'd 


53 


1 „„ 
on him that reads thi in the Church for 
St. John's words, who doth not believe #t 
to be f. r 
z. Whether the Honour and Intereſt of 
our Holy Religion will not be better ſervd 
by diſowning ingenuouſly what we find 
to be an Error, even tho it have long 
paſs'd as current as Truth? Weak Peo- 
ple, I confeſs, may be apt to cry out of 
Innovation (as upon all ſorts of Refor- 
mation) That Religion is ſubverted, that 
all is uncertain, &c. Archbiſhop * Laud 
once made this ſad Complaint : When Er- 
rors are grown: by Age and Continuance to 
ſtrength, they which ſpeak for the Truth, 
tho it be far older, are ordinarily challeng*d 
for the Bringers-in of new Opinions : and 
there is no greater Abſurdity ſtirring this 
day in Chriſtendom, &c. This indeed 
may grieve a good Man; but muſt Truth 
and Pzety therefore be ſacrific'd to the J- 
norance and Perverſeneſs of Men? Muſt 
we then propheſy to them ſmooth things, 
only becauſe they love to have it ſo; and 
not acquaint 'em with their Errors, be- 
cauſe they'll murmur againſt us? I re- 
member St. Paul once made ſome of his 
Friends to become his Enemies, by telling em 
the Trath, Gal. 4. 16, God forbid that 
any of his Succeſſors ſhou'd be ſo diſcou- 


— a ECTS 
— 


- _ * Preface againſt Fiſher, 5 e 
„„ rag'd 


WP, 


rag d by it, as not to tell the truth, for 
fear of making Men their Enemies. If 
ſo, we ſhou'd appear to take more. care 


of our ſelves, than of the Intereſts' of 
Chriſt, and his Religion. 

Pardon me, if I ſpeak with bumble Free- 
dom, what I think not of without real 


Grief, that this falſe Notion of Peace has 
often well nigh ruin'd Religion. Chriſ- 
tianity had never come in, if our Bleſſed 


Maſter had ſtifled the Truth for fear of 
diſquieting the Family, by dividing the Fa- 
ther againſt the Son, and the Mother againſt 


the Daughter, Lake 12. 51,52, 53. This 


Political Wiſdom, which is fir peaceable, 
and then, or never, is pure; is juft the 
Reverſe of that 2 72 from above, which 
is firſt pure. F it be poſſible we muſt live 


peaceably with all Men, Rom. 12. 18. but, 
we can ao nothing againſt the Trath, ſays | 
the ſame Apoſtle, 2 Cor. 13. 8. . Wer 


muſt give place to a Iigueda. 

For true Religion is never more in cre- 
dit, than when her Votaries, and eſpecially 
her Guides and Teachers, who miniſter in 
her Holy Offices, deal ſincerely and open- 
ly in things appertaining to God: Not 
walking in Craftineſs, nor handling the Word 


of God deceitfully, bur by Manifeſtation of 


the Truth commending themſelves to every 
Man's Conſcience in the ſight of God, Not 
by putting fa//e colours upon what they 

know 


88 
ä 


- Par) 
know they cannot juſtify, or ſeeking to 
_ deceive Men in Sacred Matters; which be- 
ing once diſcover d, weak Minds are apt to 
think the worſe of Religion, for what is 
none of her fault, but is ated in a plain 
Violation of her Laws, f 

Nothing will tend more to harden Un- 
believers in their anjum Suſ] picions and Re- 
proaches, than to ſee that no Amendment 
can be obtain'd upon the moſt manifeſt 
diſcovery of an Error; but that right or 
wrong, their Teachers and Guides will con- 
tinue with reſolution, what they find came 
in by miſtake, What will it avail for ho- 
neſt Men to ſtudy and inquire after Truth, 
When convincing Men will not make em 
reform? As if Reformation was ſuch 
an unreaſonable thing, that it were better 
to continue our Faults, when they can't be 
forſaken with a general Approbation. 
In the Caſe before you tis 200 late to 
conceal the Evidence againſt the Text I 
have treated of: it has been long obſerv'd, 
oft objected, and much needs Satisfaction. 
And if your Lordſhips and the Reverend 
Clergy (hall pleaſe to inſtruct us, by better 
Evidence, that there is zo wrong done to 
the Text of St. John; or, being convinc'd 
that there is, ſhall hereupon promote a juſt 
Alteration of this in our printed Books, 
according to all the Greek Manaſcripts, that 
ſo jour People may fee that, at leaſt, yo 

N take 
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it? This ſhall convince them that you are 


their faithful Guides; which will enable 
you, in a very ſerious and not far diſtant 
Hour, with St. Paul, rich and happy in 


the ineſtimable Treaſures of a good Con- 


2 Cor. 1. 
12. 


ſhew. But wou'd not this Anſwer be ſome- 
what clearer and ſtronger, if juſtice were 
done to the Text in the Point I have ar- 


ſcience, to make that triumphant Boaſt, 


That with Simplicity and godly Sincerity, and 
not with fleſhly, or worldly, Wiſdom, by 
the Grace of God, you have acted towards. 


the World, and towards your Flock. 
I think I may ſafely add, that what I 


propoſe, will greatly ſilence the Cavils of 


the Anti-Scripturiſts, when they object the 
different Readings in the ſeveral Copies of 
the New Teſtament. To which *tis a very 
good Anſwer, that theſe Differences are 
only in Circumſtances, or in matters of 


very little conſequence to Religion; and 


which 'tis morally impoſſible ſhou'd be 
otherwiſe, in a Book ſo oft tranſcrib'd, 


and in ſo long a Tra&t of Time. In 


other Inſtances tis truly ſo ; the Differences 


are very ſmall, as Dr. Mill's Collection of 


the various Readings doth abundantly 


gu'd? I know not one Inſtance which in- 
terferes 


take it for doubtful; will not this upright 
Method ſhew to the World that you are 
fair and ingenuous beyond exception, and 
that you ſeek after Truth in the Love of 


Th 4 1 = 
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terferes with the aboveſaid Anſwer ſo much 


as ths, How ſhall we ſay that this Text 
is of ſmall conſequence in Religion, which 


is ſo oft alled gd by Preachers and V riters, 5 


as of eminent force in proof of a Funda - 


mental Article of Chriſtianity ? Is it not 


pity we ſhou'd yeedleſly leave em ſuch an 
unjuft Pretence? Were it not better to 


cut off all Occafion, from them who ſeek 


| Occaſion, to cenſure the Holy Scriptures 

when we can ſo truly and juſtly do it? 

becauſe there really is 20 difference in the 
Greek Copys, but at of em agree in want- 
ing this Verſe ; ſo that the Objection ap- 
pears ſtronger than it is, or than it ought 
mom. 


4. Doth not the ſixth Article of our 


Church exclude this Verſe from being 4 
part of thoſe Holy Scriptares which ſhe re- 


ceives? for it tells us, that by the Scrip- 


ture ſhe underſtands thoſe Canonical Books of 
the Old and New Teſtament, of whoſe Au- 


thority was never any doubt in the Charch. 
Ts not the Caſe the ſame with any part of 
thoſe Books? And will any 'venture to 


ſay there zever was, or that at preſent = 


there is not very great doubt of this Verſe in 

the Church? Whereas if there be any 

doubt for it, *tis the utmoſt that can be 

made of Dr. Mil”s Diſſertation. 

J. Whether in our printed Bibles ſome 

Words are not quite omitted, or by a 
ſmaller 
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doubtful, for which there is far greater 
Authority, than for zhe/e under confidera- 
tion? Nay, this is done in this very 
Epiſtle of St. John, ch. 2. v. 23. Dr. Mil 
has ſhown that thoſe Words, He that ac- 


knowledges the Son, hath the Father alſo; 


are in ſeveral valuable Copies, and antient 
Verſions, and in the Fathers, even in St. Cy- 
' prian too: and yet not being in man; 
other Copies, the Wiſdom of the Char 
hath mark'd em for dubious, to ſhew how 
cautious ſhe was there, not to put wrong 
or uncertain Scripture upon her Members. 


Yet here is a Text in the ſame Epiſtle, 


which has not one quarter, nay, I think 
I may truly ſay, has not amy of that Au- 
thority for it; and which was once in 
the ſame caſe, diſtinguiſh'd by ſmaller 
Characters, as of leſ certain Authority, 
from the beginning of the Reformation: 
and now the former Caution is withdrawn, 
this is advanc'd into the Rank of un- 
doubted Text, whereas the other is left as 
it was. Which, however, ſerves to ſhew 
us, what we may fairly expe& in reaſon 
fhow'd be done, by ſuch a Text as has no- 
thing, even of that leſſer Evidence, which 
hath not yet advanc'd the other into the 
undoubted Text. If there had not been 
ſome more occaſion for one than for = 

other 


ſwaler Charatter vilibly diſtinguiſh'd,, as 
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_ other, tis poſſible they had both re- 


main'd in the ſame ftate. Therefore, 
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6. It may reaſonably be enquir'd, if 


there be am more Evidence for this Text, 
ſince the firſt Reformation? The pre- 


ſent current Notions of the Trinity were 


receiv'd then as much as nom, perhaps 


more; and yet as Lather wou'd not put 
this into the Text in any Edition of his 


German Bible, nor durſt Bullinger take it 


in, ſo our old Bibles in Hemy VIII's and 
Edward VT's time, had theſe Words of the 
Seventh Verſe, and the words i» Earth, in 


the eighth, in ſmall Letters, and ſome- 


times in a Parentheſis; to ſhew they were 
not to be efteem'd of the ſame certain Au- 
thority with the other parts of the Epiſtle, 


becauſe the Manuſcripts wanted em. In 
Queen Elivuleth's Bible, 1566. I find the 


fame; and her latter Bibles were thel firſt 
which taot em in, as they now are, be- 
tween 1566, and 1580. but whether by 


the influence of, the Convocation which in- 


terven d, I know not. And if it was a 
dabious Text then, ſome. may ask what 
further Evidence ariſes ſince, to have caus'd 
this change? Has any antient valuable 
Greek Manuſcript newly appear d? Yes; 
the moſt valuable of «ll, the Alexanadrian 
 Manaſcript, has ſince that time been 


brought among us: but alas! hi has 
added great weight to the Evidence againſt 
55 K 8 it. 
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the Complutenſian Teſtament, and the Miſ- 


take about Stephens's ſeven I; 


were not underſtood to be fo void of all 


weight, as nom they appear to be. If the 
firſt Reformers then had as much Evidence 


for it, and thought they had more than 


we can now think we have, and not fo 
much to ſay againſt it as we; and yet 
they judg'd it bur juſt to leave it doubtful : 
how is it that we ſhall juſtify their Suc- 
ceſſors, who have ventur'd upon what 
they dared not to do? e 

Nay, if your Loraſhips. and the Reve- 


rend Clergy don't think this Text to be cer- 
tainly ſpurious, I wou'd humbly propoſe, 
whether it be not moſt likely to be ſo? 
And then whether it be not ſafer to put 
It aut, than to keep it in the place "tis in? 
Nay, whether it be not at leaſt dubious? 
and then whether it ought not to be mark'd 
as ſuch, for your Peoples Obſervation ? 
I beſeech you, let us but obtain ſo meh 
as I think your ſelves will, and as the firſt 


Reformers did ſee to be juſt and reaſona- 


ble, or convince us that this Requeſt is 


not ſo : elſe what remains, but to fit 


down, wonder, and deſpair? *Tis but 


— 


an eaſy ſtep, and will be well warranted, 
to return to that which our irſt Refor- 
mers wiſely and unblamably did. It can 
be nq reproach to be as juſt to the Peo- 


ple 
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without Reaſon. 


- 7. Laftly, the preat Importance of the 
ſubject matter of this much-doubted Text, 


well deſerves your moſt impartial Judg- 


ment upon it. The Doctrine of the Bleſ- 
| ſed Trinity is purely dependent on Reve- 
lation; variouſly underſtood by Chriſtians, 
both of the Clergy and Laity; and bound 
upon the Members of the Church by very. 


direful Anathema's, ſcarce any more terri- 
ble, except that of St. John againſt ſuch 


as ſhall ada to, oggtake from his Writings. 


Now, ſince tis to the Scriptures that you 


make appeal for proof of this Doctrine, 
and for the right underſtanding of it; "tis 
moſt juſt that in ſo ſolemn a matter you 


warn your Flocks not to be miſled, by 
miſtaking an unwarranted modern Ada;- 
tion for an inſpired Oracle. 


I pretend not to make any Interpreta- 


tion of the Words, till their Authority be 


prov'd : but moſt judicious Expoſitors un- 


derftand Theſe Three are One, of an Unity 


of Conſent, or in Witneſs-bearing ; as Baul. 


linger, Calvin, Beza, and many other both 
Proteſtant and Popiſh Writers. 

But let em ſignify much or little, in the 
Controverſy about the philoſophical Nature 


of the Three Perſons; yet as they are al- 
ways likely to be drawn into the 2 
3 0 


ple as they were; and to return again with 
Reaſon, to that which has been alter'd 
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of what is moſt prevalent and current, ſo 


tis certain the common People have their 


eyes upon this, more than on any 22 
doubted Text in the Bible, in this, Contro- 
1 verſy. And 2 far they muſt be deceiv'd, 


if it be ſparious. And it is in your Lord- 


ſhips and the Clergy's power to let em 
know it, and to refer em to other Texts, 


which you can «ſſare them are genuine. 
Nor is there any doubt to be made, 


but the People think ſome Branches: of the 


Liturgy have their main Foundation on 
this one doubted Text. When they hear, 


Three Perſons and One Ggg, in the fourth 


Petition of the Litany; and: who with thee. 
and the Holy Ghoſt ever liveth and reigneth' 
one God, in the Doxologtes; they think no- 
thing in the New Teſtament ſo like it as 
this dubious Text. And will you not think 


it great pity, that your People ſhow'd: 


build ſo weighty things on ſuch a ſlender 
Foundation, if your ſelves ſo judg it? 

I ſpeak this, becauſe I know not any 
other Text that directiy or clearly ſays the 
ſame thing, viz. that the Father, Wor 
and Spirit, are One. They are not join'd: 
in one Doxology, nor indeed do I find a 
given to the Holy Spirit in the New Teſta- 
ment, either jointly or ſeparately; much 
leſs is the Spirit ſaid to be one with the Fa- 


ther and the Son. I read of one Spirit, one 


Lord, one God and Father, Eph, 4. but 
| not 
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iot that theſe Three are the One God. And 
if there be no other Text which ſays this, 
tis not the more /ikely to have been St. John's 
Saying here; but the more grievous to have 
1 by any who had not his Au- 
_ Whether, upon the whole, this Paſſage 
ſhall, by your direction, in our printed 
Books be fairly diſommd and mark'd as 
formerly, or better vindicated, I know not: 
but if neither of theſe be done, and if 
Preachers and Writers ftill go on, with- 
out due regard to Jaftice and their own 
Efteem, to urge this as an Authority, after 
all that is ſaid to ſhew it has none; I appre- 
hend, there are many underſtanding Chri/- 
tian will be apt to think they are: not 


fairly deaig-with — 0 
And I Bope it ſhall not be thought to 


proceed from any want of due Veneration: 
for jour Lordſbips and the Reverend Clergy, 
if an high Eſteem of the Learning, the 
Jaagment, Integrity, and hearty gal for 
our Haly Religion and the Sacred Scrip- 
; tures, which they are perſuaded dwell with 
an Engliſh Convocation, ſhall excite many 
of your People, as well as of the Clergy, to 
ſome ExpeQations in this matter.. 
I ſhall. only ſet down the Advice and 
| Requeſt of Bagenhag ius, a Lutheran Di- 
vine: having obſery'd this Verſe to be put 
in, without any reaſonable Pretence of 
Autho- 


x N Re 5 5 1 3 | 
. S TE 5. Fn 
5 8 by. EA my 2 8 * 
th 8 3 
5 r 4 . * * 681 
SRI 1 . 3 q : ( 
+ $4.5 N TN 
7 Tos > MP. 
31 
2 
47 SLY 
an vit claim? R | 


oo Zr as an 1 toll tion to — Sucre! 
Sͤcripture, and what (be ſays Y eſſt abliſes 
tze Arians Bla 3 30 and therefore ſuſ- 

pected was their Contrivance; he con- 
* nary * I. beſeech the Printers, and fach: . 
TL earned Men as are aiding to them, that 
5 when at any time hereafter they ſhall reprint 
1 the Greek Teſtament, they leave out that 
| Addition, and ſo reſtore the Greek to its 


5 former Parity, for the Love of T rath, and — 


Has #he Glory of God. E 

* With which Re ueſt, + humbly. hope. 
jour Loraſbips and : Reverend Clergy will 

ſee great reaſon to comply; and the ra- 

ther, becauſe I am inſtructed by a AY 

Great + Prelate (who was once the _ 

of ſuch a Convocation, and ver ME eas 

the Church's Honour) That s — 25 

55 not ſo bound ap, that ſhe may not, on = 

I and farther Evidence, reviſe what may in 

RE any caſe have ſlipt by ber. Whether his be 

0 not one of thoſe Caſes, is ſubmitted to Jour 

# impartial and diſcerning re C 

* * Obſecro igitur Chalcographos & Eruditos Vicw | 

| | qui Chalcographis adſunt, ut chm rurſum poſthac 

i N. Teſt. græcè excudendum eſt, illam additionem o- 


mittant, & ita reſtituant Græca fuz priori integritati 
& puritati, propter veritatem, ad Mn Dei. In 


Expoſit. Jong. 
8 anke, Preface againſt Fiſher. 
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